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came retirement from public life, receiving in private station
from his fellow-citizens the honors which were due to him as the
first and greatest citizen of his State. The end of his glorious
life came on the 14th of November, 1832, he having reached an age
almost unprecedented among the men of his time, almost 96
years. He was the last survivor of the signers of the Declaration
of Independence.

Such was the character, such were the services of the two
Marylanders whom our statues typify as the best product of the
manhood of our soil. They have passed away, but they shall be
ever remembered, and their fame will extend into the distant
future. Their influence has not ceased. True it is, the prin-
ciples which they evolved and for which thtlaf struggled seem
at present to be obscured by an eclipse. it be so, would
it not be well upon this occasion to call a halt in the fateful
march, would it not be well to look backward, and, if necessary,
retrace our steps until we may stand again in that altitude where
our vision will become bright and clear, where the flash light of
an indiscreet ambition, of a desive for *‘ world power,”’ for terri-
torial expansion and colonial aggrandizement shall forever pass
away, and in its stead we shall see again that light which led us
for a century and a quarter in honorable history and glorious
achievement as a nation? We shall march to the music of the
song of the great Declaration for which Charles Carroll and John
Hanson lived and labored throughout many years, and realize,
as did they, that our strength as a nation depends upon the ex-
emplification of the grandest doctrine ever promulgated to men—
that they shall be free and govern themselves, under God, ac-
coiiiin_g to their own consent and pleasure. [Applause in the
galleries.

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I ask that an order be made that
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] be permitted to put into
the REcorp and into the account of the proceedings of this day,
when published otherwise, the remarks he had intended to make.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu-
setts asks unanimous consent that the Senator from Virginia [Mr.
Daxier]‘may be permitted to publish in the Recorp and make
. E:Et of the record of this da({’s proceedings the speech which he

prepared and had intended to have made, but which he has
been prevented from doing by sickness. Is there objection to the
uest. The Chair hears none, and that order is made.
r. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, I ask that the concurrent
resolution oﬂeralellz my colleague be adopted.

The PRESIDENT pro t.emlpo . The question is on the adop-
tion of the concurrent resolution offered by the Senator from
Maryland [Mr. McCowmas].

The concurrent resolution was unanimously agreed to.

Mr. WELLINGTON. Inow move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 17 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 2, 1908, at
12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 81, 1903.
CONSUL.

William H. Bishop, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United
States at Genoa, Italy, vice Richmond Pearson, appointed envoy
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Persia.

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS.

John M. Holzendorf, of Georgia, to be collector of customs for
the district of St. Marys, in the State of Georgia, to succeed Budd
Coffee, whose term of office has expired by limitation.

John Rosler, of Virginia, to be collector of customs for the dis-
trict of Tappahannock, in the State Virginia, to sncceed Thomas
C. Walker, whose term of office has expired by limitation.

SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS,

Jeremiah J. McCarthy, of Massachusetts, to be surveyor of
customs in the district of Boston and Charlestown, in the State of
Massachusetts. (Reappointment.)

Charles H. Senseney, of West Virginia, to be surveyor of cus-
toms for the port of Wheeling, in the State of West Virginia.
(Reappointment.)

ASSISTANT TREASURERS.

George A, Marden, of Massachusetts, to be assistant treasurer
of the United States at Boston, Mass. (Reappointment.)

William 8. Leib, of Pennsylvania, to be assistant treasurer of
the United States at Philadelphia, Pa., to succeed John F. Fin-
ney, whose term of office has expired by limitation.

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE.

- Peter E. Garlick, of New York, to be collector of internal reve-
nue for the Twenty-first district of New York, to succeed Charles
C. Cole, resigned.

ASSISTANT SURGEON IN THE NAVY.

Ransom E. Riggs, a citizen of South Carolina, to be an assistant
surgeon in the Navy, from the 19th day of January, 1903, to fill a
vacancy existing in that grade on that date.

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

1. Commander Charles C. Cornwell, to be a captain inthe Na
from the 10th day of January, 1903, vice Capt. George W. M:I}:

ville, retired.

2. Pay Inspector Samuel R. Colhoun,to be a pay director in the
Navy from the 22d day of November, 1902, vice Pay Director Ar-
thur Burtis, retired.

3. Pay In tor John N. Speel, to be a pay director in the
Navy from the 1ith day of January, 1903, vice Pay Director
William J. Thomson, retired.

MIDSHIPMEN TO BE ASSISTANT NAVAL CONSTRUCTORS,

e
: iam B. Fogarty.
3. Sidney M. Henry.
4, Lewis B. McBride. .
These nominations are made in lieun of those of January 8,1903,
which are hereby withdrawn.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 81, 1903.
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS.

Sidney O. Weeks, of New York, to be surveyor of customs for
the port of Patchogue, in the State of New York.

COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS.

Peter Dippel, of New York, to be collector of customs for the
district of Harbor, in the State of New York.

James Low, of New York, to be collector of customs for the
district of Niagara, in the State of New York.

POSTMASTERS,
4 GEORGIA.

Ida R. Wimberly, to be postmaster at Abbeville, in the county
of Wilcox and State of Georgia.

John B. Crawford, to be postmaster at Cairo, in the county of
Thomas and State of Georgia.

Alfred B. Finley, to be postmaster at Douglas, in the county of
Coffee and State of Georgia.

Cicero C. Alexander, to be postmaster at Harmony Grove, in
the connty of Jackson and State of Georgia.

John C. Massey, to be postmaster at Hartwell, in the county
of Hart and State of Georgia.

Newton T. Jones, to be postmaster at Pelham, in the county of
Mitchell and State of Georgia.

Job R. Smith, to be postmaster at Winder, in the county of
Jackson and State of Georgia.

Samuel M. Davis, jr., to be postmaster at Calhoun, in the county
of Gordon and State of Georgia.

Edward Y. Swanson, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the
county of Jasper and State of Georgia.

MARYLAND.

William R. Reese, to be postmaster at Crisfield, in the county
of Somerset and State of Maryland.

Milton 8. Lankford, to be postmaster at Princess Anne, in the
county of Somerset and State of Maryland.

MASSACHUSETTS,

James O. Hodges, fo be postmaster at Mansfield, in the coun
of Bristol and State of Maseachusotts, o
PENNEYLVANTIA.

Arthur M. Roy, to be postmaster at Wellsboro, in the county
of &gga agdgutf:h of Petﬁnb.s;ylvania.
rge A. art, postmaster at Dubois, in the coun
of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania. - o

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
SATURDAY, January 31, 1908,

The House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the

Speaker.
Pﬁ‘ayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. COUDEN,

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
bin'I‘he SPEAKER. The Chaﬁ- lays before the House a pf'igilegeq

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (8. 7063) permit the building of a dam thi X
% at or near the of St Cgoix Falls, é‘gkogoungy%tﬁ(i‘fk Sy
e it enacted, etc., That the t of Congress
Croix Falls Wisconsin Improvoclggﬁnogm ¥, 8 ooi-spgr:r;‘gg m&
der the laws of the State of Wisconsin, a.nm St. Croix Falls Minnesots Im-

ta
provement Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the Stateof
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Minnesota, or either of them, their and each of their sunccessors

builda d.am across the St. Oroix River ator near the St. le:.Fa‘ll& S0 c&]led
in said river, and all works incident thereto in the utilization of the power
thereby developed: Provided, That thetp]ana for the construction of said dam
and appurtenant works ahnu be submitted to and approved by the Chief of
Engineers and the Secretary of War before the commencement of the con-
struction of such dam: And prmnded Jurther, That said St. Croix Falls Wis-

consin Improvement Compan I'i d Bt. Croix Falls Minnesota Improve-
ment Company, or either of their and each of their suceessors or as-
alg:s shall not deviate from such plans after such a roval either Mfom or

r the completion of the structure, unless the m cation of said plans
ghall have previously been submxtte& to and received tho a wval of the
Chief of and of the of War: And provi rther, That

such dam and the appurtenant works shall ba €o constructed as to permit
the free passage of saw logs without unreasomble hindrance and delay.

8E0. 2. That in case any litigation arises from the building of said dam or
trmn the obstruction of said river by said dam or appurtenant works cases

{ be tried in the prcg)er courts, as now provided for that purpose in the
Btates of Wisconsin an anesota :md in the eourtn of the njted States.

8re. 8. That this act shall be null and void vnless the dam herein author-
ized be completed within five years from the time of the passage of thisact.

Si?i 4. That the right to amend or repeal this act is hereby expressly re-
BOTV

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES.
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
rted that they had presented this day to the President of the
E’mted States for his approval bills of the following titles:
H. R. 13944, An act granting a pension to Margaret Ann West;
H. K. 13127. An act granting a pension to Nancy Works:
H.R.14836. An act granting a pension to Rebecca L. Chambers;
H. R. 12081. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Waltrip;
H. R. 12683. An act granting a pension to Sarah L. Bates;
H. R. 11197. An act granting a pension to minor children of
Daniel J. Reedy;
H. R. 623. An act granting a pension to Susan Kennedy;
H. R. 14262. An act granting a pension to Harriet Robinson;
. R. 14887. An act granting a penmon to John H. Roberts;
4923. An act granting a pension to William L. Whetsell;
0350. An act granting a pension to Rebecca Piper;
629 An act granting a pension to Caroline Fitzimmons;
4278, An act granting a pension to John H. Whidden;
1485. An act granting a pension to Julian McCarthy;
611. An act granting a pension to Maria M. C. Smith;
2902. An act granting a pension to Julia Lee;
180, An act granting & pension to Elizabeth Lowden;
83. An act granting a pension to William Dixon;
1389. An act granting a pension to Augustus Blount;
8233. An act granting a pension to William A. Nelson.
5112. An act granting a pension to Matilda A. Marshall;
5229. An act granting a pension to James T. Jackson;
2324, An act granting a pension to Cora E. Brown;
. R. 7815. An act granting a pension to Nancy A. K.ﬂ.lough
H R. 14918, An act granting an increase of pension to Ann M.
Morrison;
WHBRII 15398. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew
Tiller;
R 7779. An act granting an increase of pension to William

GOH.R.Bl’Zs. An act granting an increase of pension fo John W.
vey;
Ee?i?!. 15433. An act granting an increase of pension to William

egwgoc};gm An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
BHC?R 10219, An act granting an increase of pension to J. Banks
Hb%r 18955. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse A.
M%—Imtf{m];ﬁszﬁ An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah

H. El 5718. An act granting an increase of pension to James
M 04, An act granting an increase of pension to Dennis
Frtmigr?'z.us An act granting an increase of pension to William
chHk.eE::%m- An act granting an increase of pension to David C.

Yakey;
E!.':nﬁ.lﬁssﬁ. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred
; ers;
H. R. 8721. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph
‘Westbrook; and
H. R. 14873. An act granting an increase of pension to William

H. Lo,
I{.I{.SH'T.Ansctgranﬁn an increase of pension to John
McArthur; ¥
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WH. hR 15549. An act granting an increase of pension to John
H. R ’12812. An act granting an increase of pension to Otis T.

H= R. 3907. An act granting an increase of pension to John H.

re;

H. R. 15648. An act grantingan increase of pension to Lester H
Salsbury;

H. R. 15441, An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah
Stackpole;

H. R. 15069. An act granting anincrease of pension to Daniel P.
Marshall;

H. R. 10698. An act providing for allotments of lands in sev-
eralty to the Indians of the Lac Courte Oreille and Lac du
Flambeau reservations, in the State of Wisconsin;

H. R. 15922, An act to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to
more effectually suppress and prevent the spread of contagious
and infectiouns diseases of live stoclk, and for other purposes;

H. R. 1592. An act for the relief of F. M. Vowells;

H. J. Res. 216. Joint resolution extending the provision grant-
ing to the State of Pennsylvania the use of the court-house at
Scranton and Williamsport, Pa.;

H. R. 5007. An act granting an increase of pension to James W,

Messick;

H. R. 8152. An act granting an increase of pension to William
S. Hutchinson;

H. R. 12563." An act granting an increase of pension to Horace
Fountain;
F'IH:h R. 9776. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice A,

itch;

H. R. 18262. An act granting an increase of pension to James
N. Spencer;

HL R.ﬁﬁoll. An act granting an increase of pe'n.m.on to Morton
A. Leac

HPOI;eI%IS. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
M. Y; \

H. R. 10757. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis
Fishbaugh;

H. R. 14285. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen
M. Packard;

H. R. 13353. An act granting an increase of pension to George
Thompson;
W%- I‘{ 3302. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry G.

eeler;
H. R. 10214, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry

omas;

H. R. 9734. An act granting an increase of pension to John P.
Peterman;

H. R. 7385. An act granting an increase of pension to John
Kelly, second;

H. R. 9658, An act granting an increase of pension to Robert
Stewart;

H. R. 16224, An act granting an increase of pension to William
Montgomery;
MH]SIRCow?' An act granting an increase of pension to Francis

. McCoy;

H. R. 4437. An act granting an increase of pension to Absalom

Case;

RHGR. 15874, An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca
. Greer;
H. R. 15789. An actgranting anincrease of pension to Benjamin

per;
F]}I&R. 11280. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry J.
e = H
NH R. 12701. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton
ocak
H. R. 18472. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis
Wgcox,

F. Loomis
MH {l{ 15113. An act granting an increase of pension to John
urphy;
H. R, 7766, An act granting an increase of pension to John
Huffman;

H. R. 13997. An act granting an increase of pension to Lyman
A. L. Gilbert;
AHH]%)Q}'SM& An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram
. Hober;
H. R. 14256. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse R.

15999 An act granting an increase of pension to William

Dewstoe;
H. R. 15114, An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo
F. Canfield;
AHOsI‘;c'J 1617. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret
H. R. 5792. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew
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H. R. 9153. An act granting an increase of pension to John D.
Binford;

H. R. 13839. An act granting an increase of pension to John
W. B. Huntsman; :

H. R. 15063. An act granting an increase of pension to William
R. Thompson; * y

H. R. 15682. An act granting an increase of pension to Jared P.
Hubbard; -

H. R. 14751, An act granting an increase of pension to Regina
F. Palmer;

H. R. 12877. An act granting an increase of pemsion to James
N. Gates;

H. R. 15729. An act granting an increase of pension to Abner
M. Judkins; )

H_H' R. 15396. An act granting an increase of pension to George
Stone;

H. R, 14185, An act granting an increase of pension to Albert
Blood; and y

H. R. 15416, An act granting an increase of pension to William
Thompson. .

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committes on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found tfruly enrolled bill of
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 13679. An act to amend an act entitled ““An act to estab-
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United
States,” approved July 1, 1898.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the
following titles: - y

8. 8512. An act fixing the punishment for the larceny of horses,
cattle, and other live stock in the Indian Territory, and for other
purposes; and

S. 6595. An act fixing the times and places for holding regular
terms of the United States circuit and district courts in the west-
ern district of Virginia, and for other purposes.

CARTER B. HARRISON

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11139)
granting a pension to Carter B. Harrison, with Senate amend-
ments

. The Senate amendments were read.

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con-
cur in the Senate amendments,

The motion was agreed to.

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 16990, the
Post-Office appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the House resolved it-
self into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, with Mr. HEPBURN in the chair, .

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider-
ation of the bill H. R. 16990, the Post-Office appropriation bill,

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I now yield fifty minutes to
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pou].

Mr. POU. Mr. Chairman, it is probably not out of place at
this time for some one to call the attention of the country to the
comedy in which certain politicians are engaged.

A very serious proposition confronts the Republican party. It
is this: How far can it really proceed with antitrust legislation
without injuring the trusts? How drastic a bill can it pass which
will really be inoperative? How far can it proceed with the at-
tack and yet leave its trust friends uninjured? 1Is it possible for
it to do the Sherman Act over again? Can it fool the people a
little while longer?

The provisions of all the bills which Republican ingenuity up
to this time has been able to evolve may be summed up under
two heads. First, the raguimment of publicity in the manage-
ment of the trusts; second, the inhibition against discrimination
in interstate commerce. The first four sections of the substitute
offered by the Judiciary Committee rﬁuire publicity. The fifth,
gixth, and seventh sections present the plan of the committee
whereby discrimination may be ({:revented. The eighth, ninth,
tenth, and eleventh sections provide machinery by which the law
is to be enforced. The trusts do not appear to be alarmed at all
at the proposed legislation, and, so far as appears, the legislation
stimulates but little hope in the breasts of those who have suffered.
In my opinion, Mr. Chairman, the bill is ntterly inadequate,

It y looks, Mr. Chairman, as if the substitute bill were
drawn to protect the trusts which are now oppressing the people,
for upon its very threshold the bill exempts all of these law-
breakers from its operation. It provides * that every corpora-
tion which may be hereafter organized shall, at the time of engag-
ing in interstate or foreign commerce, file the return hereinafter

XXXVI—96

provided for.”” I do mot believe that the publicity required by
this bill will afford any substantial remedy, but it appears that a
majority of the committee, for some reason, has left absolutely
exempt from the operation of the bill all corporations except those
which may be hereafter organized. What have our great law-
breakers done that they should be thus favored by the majority
of the committee? Why should they be permitted to enjoy this
advantage? Why should they be allowed to live in the shadow,
while new trusts must live in the sunlight?

A favorite expression of our Republican friends is that there
are good trusts and bad trusts. e majority of the committee
has evidently observed this distinction. The old trusts are the
good trusts, Those that are to be hereafter organized are the
bad trusts. The old trusts may operate in the dark; the new
trusts must operate in the light.

‘What will be the effect of this exemption? If your publicity
idea amounts to anything, if it isof any real benefit to the people,
if its effect shall be to force the trusts to comply with the law,
then, in my opinion, it will be a long time before any new trusts
are organized. Oldcharters will be bought in order that the law
may be evaded, and it will be many years before any bad trusts
wili rise up to chall the supremacy of the good trusts which

you are permitting to live in the dark.
But what will your trusts careabout your publicity requirement
anyway? The good trusts, those that are to sit in darkness, care

but little about the publicity of their operations. We know they
water their stock. We know that nearly all of them are over-
capitalized. Take as an illustration any one of the great trusts
of the country. Many people already know—

Its name, date of organization, when and where

which it is organized, and all amen

statutes under
dments thereof;

i oonsol}.d.utad, the con-
stitnent companies, when and where organized, with the same information
as to such constituent eomﬁaniea: it rem'Fs name of original corpora-
tion or corporations, the law under which all reorganizations have taken
place, with the same information as to all prior companies in the chain of
reorganization; amount of authorized capital stock, shares into which it is
divided, par value, whether common or preferred, and distinction between
them; amount issned and outstandi
g?idkiin cash, and how much, if any
(-] il

P @
amount g?ld in; how much, if any,
d, eharacter, and location, its

din ol ; if any partin pro; ~
; cash market value at the t&% m
received in payment; the name and address of each officer, mmat.ﬁ;, agent,

and director; a true and correct of its articles of jnoorgnm ;8 i‘ub.}h
true, and correct copy of any and all rules, regulations, and by-laws adop

for the management of its business.

It would probably not be a very difficult task to procure substan-
tially this information about any of the great corporations of the
conntr{ engaged in interstate business. Some of the companies
themselves do not hesitate to give much of it to the public.
Some of the great negsrg:gemof the country, loyal to the interest
of the people, have y much of the information
and have given it to the public. The people have a tolerabl
correct estimate of the trusts. Perhaps it would be well enong
to require all of the trusts, the good and the bad, those who sit in
darkness as well as those who are to sit in the light, to furnish
such information in a sworn statement to a Government official.
But the point I am making is this: The requirement of publicity
does not accomplish what both political parties have promised to
perform. Publicity does not strike at the root of the evil; it does
not strike from the hands of the consumer the shackles which
the trusts have put upon him. Everybody knows he is at their
mercy. W hat does the trust care, so long as Congress leaves the
consumer in its power? The publicity idea is not a very bright
idea. It will not fool anybody. It isa makeshift. It is merely
an effort to temporize with a gréat question, which will be re-
garded with contempt by the American people.

The anthracite coal strike began on May 14, 1902. It termi-
nafed on October 20, 1902, having lasted nearly six months. The
miners demanded at first that wages should be increased 20 per
cent. This demand was subsequently modified into a request
that wages should be increased 10 per cent, and that a ton of coal
shounld consist of 2,240 pounds, and that a man should be ap-
pointed by the miners to witness the weighing of the coal. In
1800, I believe, the miners had secured an advance of 10 per cent
in their wages. but this slight increase did not cover the increased
cost of living. From 1806 until 1902 the cost of living had in-
creased nearly 50 per cent. Republican orators and the Repub-
lican gress of the country during those years were constantly
reminding the people of the unprecedented prosperity which the
country was enjoying, and especially the laboring man. He was
the especial pet of that party. The great Republican heart beat
for him as for no other human being in the universe.

Ah! Mr. Chairman, they wanted his vote. But when the toiler,
who spends most of his life in the bowels of the earth shut off
from pure air and sunshine, demanded an increase of 10 per cent
in his wages, and that 2,240 pounds should be received as a ton of
coal, and that his representative should see that he was not
cheated in the weighing of the coal, the trusts said ** No, this de-
mand is unreasonable. Republican prosperity has not yet reached
this point. You must continue to dig, and dig, and dig at the




1522

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 31,

same wages you received in 1900, and you must continue to dig
out a 3,000 ton of coal and my representative, not yours, shall say
whether the product of your labor is correctly weighed.”” Seven
great railroad corporations control nearly 70 per cent of the total
anthracite coal produced.

Under Repub]fican protection there has been an enormous in-
crease in the value of stocks in these corporations. Republican
statesmen have been constantly congratulating the country npon
the enormous increase in rai earnings; but when confronted
with the proposition to increase the wages of the miners 10 per
cent, these co&zﬁrations flatly refuse. As a result, 147,000 miners
quit work. at then? Cold weather came on and with it great
suffering. Anxiety was written upon the faces of the poor in
cities and towns all over the country. Even food products were
burned in order that life might be sustained. Churches, school-
houses, and other public buildings were thrown open in order
that the poor might not freeze to death. Even in Washington it
was difficult for the Government to procure enough coal to heat
its buildings. In Boston and New York coal went to $25 per ton,
in Philadelphia to $24 per ton, to §20 per ton in numbers of places.
Did anybody suppose thht publicity would relieve this sitnation?
Does the Republican party pmgose to answer this of distress
with a stereotyped statement showing the officers of these seven
corporations, the amount of their cash stock, how much money
they paid in and how much property conveyed, the name and ad-
dress of each officer, and a true and correct copy of their articles
of incorporation? Do you gentlemen upon the Republican side
think you can satisfy the moral sentiment of this country by any
such subterfuge?

In the midst of all this distress what did you do? Did you then
dare to say that your publicity law, this iridescent idea of your
President, was sufficient? Not at all. But in the midst of 1t all
you adopted a Democratic idea. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] You invoked a great Democratic principle when you were
forced to repeal the duty of 67 cents per ton upon anthracite coal
for one year. You got that suggestion from the Democratic plat-
form of 1900, which I will read: ‘* Tariff laws should be amended
by putting the products of trusts upon the free list to prevent
monopoly under the plea of protection.” Your President had
gaid that there was no duty upon anthracite coal. He found he
was mistaken, and with great professions of patriotism, flavored
with tears of pity for the distressed, you came in here and ad-
mitted that inthe extreme exigency of the hour the best you counld
do was to put coal temﬁfﬂrarily upon the free list. Before I con-
clude I ghall return to this subject with some further observations.

Now, what is the second remedy which our Republican friends
offer? It is this:

That any person, carrier, lessee, drawer, officer, receiver, agent, or re
sentative of a carrier, subject to the act to re te commerce, who or which
shall offer, grant, give, solicit, accept, or receive any rabn{e. concession,
facilities or services in respect to the transportation of any property in in-

terstate or forelgn commerce for any common carrier subject to such act

whereby any such property shall, by any device whatever, be transported

at a less rate than that named in the tariffs published and filed by such
carrier, or shall receive any advantage by way of facilities or services,
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof, be
subject to a fine of not less than $1,000.

Mr, Chairman, this section is terrible in its impotence. Our
Republican friends propose to answer the demand of the people
of this country for relief by saying to common carriers, **You
shall not transport articles of commerce from one State to an-
other at a less rate than you publish.”” This is indeed a potent
requirement. It is creditable to the conscience of the Republican
party. This bill does not offer any plan by which these ncies
of interstate commerce are prevented from pul:l:m% up their rates
as high as they see fit, but they become guilty of a crime when
they haul articles of commerce at a less charge than they them-
selves have published. In other words, the Republican party
says, *‘ You must do what you say you are going to do; if you do
not, you shall be subject to a fine of not less than $1,000.”” An-
other subterfuge, Mr, Chairman. No wonder the trusts are
serene in their consciousness of perfect safety.

Mr. THAYER. Will the %:antleman allow me a guestion?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina
yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. POU. Ido.

Mr, THAYER. You claim, as I understand, that the trusts
will not be affected by this legislation if it becomes alaw. If
that be true, tell me why it is that the great defender and apolo-
gizer for trusts and combines at the other end of the Capitol has
served notice on the country that this bill, impotent as it is, shall
never be passed.

Mr. POU. To whom does the gentleman refer?

Mr. THAYER. To the only one that I know who stands out
a.; 1(:'1)11?1 great defender of these trustsand combines, MARE HANNA,
o 0.

Mr. POU. Well, Mr. Chairman, it can be easily understood
how that gentleman would object to any legislation which might

affect the trusts, bacaunse, as I understand it, he has solved the
whole problem by saying that there are no trusts. Therefore
from his standpoint you can not pass any legislation which will
affect the trusts when there are no trusts to affect. Evidently
that gentleman thinks that we are engaged in a vain business
when we are legislating against something which does not exist.

‘We then come to the sixth section of this bill. 'What does that
section provide? The pith of that section consists in this: You
say that none of the corporations subject to the provisions of this
act shall be permitted to sell to one of their customers cheaper
than they do to another, if the purpose of such discrimination is
to destroy competition. Two things must therefore be estab-
lished: First, a discrimination in price; second, that such dis-
crimination is for the purpose of destroying competition, Prob-
ably it would not be very difficult to establish the first of these
propositions, but every lawyer knows how extremely difficult it
would be to establish the second.

How are you going to prove the purpose of the co tion?
I do not understand our Republican fg'iends to contend that they
have the power to say to these corporations * You ghall sell as
cheaply to oneof your customers as you do toanother.” Inorder
to accomplish the result contemplated by this section it must be
shown that the trusts have an unlawful purpose in making the
discrimination. I fear that the friends of this bill will find its
provisions as utterly impotent as the provisions of the Sherman
antitrust law have appeared to be. I honestly believe that the
trusts will not be at all disturbed in the nt oppressions of
which they are guilty, even if the bill is enacted into a law.

The majority report of the committee shows great solicitude
for investors in trust stock, but is silent as to the welfare of the
millions who are forced to consume the products of the trusts.
The person who owns stock in a trust is a part of the trust. The
maf'ority of the committee seems anxious to protect him. They
feel sure publicity will do this, for even Mr. John D, Rockefeller
advises publicity. Actually the majority of the committee have
incorporated in their report the suggestion of Mr. John D. Rocke-
feller, “* who,”” they say, ‘‘ is understood to be at the head of one
of the largest industrial corporations in existence.’”” They say in
this report that *‘ even Mr. Rockefeller in effect advised publicity
in his statement before the Industrial Commission.’”” Then they
quote the evidence of Mr. Dill, *‘ who,’’ they say, ‘“has had very
large experience in the organization of corporations, is theauthor
of several works upon coeg)orations and was the attorney organiz-
ing the United States Steel Company.”’ (Italics are mine.)

hese gentlemen approve publicity. Therefore publicity is
efficient. It will correct theevil. This must be so, is the conclu-
sion of the Republican majority of the committee, for Mr, Rocke-
feller, the head of one great trust, and Mr. Dill, attorney for
another, advise it. Publicity is the means whereby the trusts
shall be forced to do right, for the trusts themselves say so.
This is the logic of the Republican majority of this committee.
Mr. Chairman, the t evil which menaces the happiness of

1 | millions in thisRepublic is not overcapitalization in the formation

of trusts, it is not in watered stock, it is not in lack of publicity,
it is not in discrimination among customers. Bad as all this is,
there is a still worse evil, in the presence of which all this pales
into insignificance. It consists in the power of the trusts to con-
trol the essentials of life and to fix the prices thereof. The great
evil which will involve this country sooner or later in revolu-
tion, unless corrected, consists in the power of a single corpora-
tion or individunal to control the food which human beings must
have, the clothing they must wear, the fuel they must burn, the
implements they must use, and the prices people must pay for
these essentials of life. More than this; it consists in the power
of asingle corporation to control the market of the great agri-
cultural products of our people, and its ability to fix the price
thereof. When this is permitted men are no longer free.

We might as well face the issue squarely now. Sooner or later
we will be forced to face it.

Now, b{xse(;tim 6 of this bill you say youm have the If;ower to
prohibit the ** nse, either directly or indirectly, of any of the fa-
cilities or instrumentalities of interstate commerce’’ to corpora-
tions which shall attempt to monopolize or control production by
allowing discrimination in prices, ete., in order to destroy competi-
tion. The able lawyers who drew the bill, therefore, admit that,
if the public welfare demands it, Congress has the power to pro-
hibit all interstate commerce to those offending against the wel-
fare of the people. The bill is no doubt the product of much con-
stitutional research. The air has been full of rumors, which have
not been very strenuously denied, concerning the action of the
Chief Executive in requesting one member of the committee to
carefully investigate the trust evil. The assistance of the Attor-

ney-General of the United States has been invoked. So we have
the right to assume that the provisions of section 6 do not exceed
the constitutional power of Congress.

Now, then, if this be true, you have the power to prohibit any
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corporation or individual, which or who shall acquire a monopoly
of any of the essentials of life, from engaging in interstate com-
merce. Mr. Chairman, if our Republican friends will add a sec-
tion inciuding this provision and conferring this power upon
some designated agency, it will stimulate some hope in the breasts
of the people. It will be some evidence of an earnestness of pur-
pose, and it will tend to contradict the impression that the Re-
publican party is really the friend of the trusts and is simply
trifling with this great question. . y

Mr, Chairman, why not resort to something that is practical?
This is a great question, which should be approached with abso-
Iute candor and with the utmost sincerity of purpose. Its impor-
tance is so great that every statesman in the land should p.
its consideration far above any party advantage. I shall vote
for the pending measure, but I have little hope that any material
relief will be accomplished by it. Both political parties have

romised the people,in the most emphatic terms, that they wonld
go all 1111 their power to strike from their hands the shackles of
monopoly.

Wepa]lyknow that the wage-earner is at the mercy of the trusts.
‘We know that the price of some of the ireat agricultural products
of the country is absolutely fixed by the trusts. We know that,

tically speaking, the trust buys at its own price and sells at
ts own price. No wonder that among the favored few millions
are almost as common to-day as thousands were in the early days
of the Republic. More than this. 'We know the trusts are charg-
ing the American people for their goods more than they charge
foreigners for identically the same goods. We know that they
are punishing us for making them rich, And yet we are protect-
ing the trusts from all outside competition. Our fo]lﬂhns been
so great that we have put ourselves in their power. ank God
the party to which I belong has done what it could to prevent
this, but the Republican party has shut off competition from the
outside world, and has said to the trusts and monopolies, *“ Here
are 79,000,000 American people. They are your legitimate prey.
Do with them as yon see fit. They shall not buy goods from for-
eigners; they must buy your s. Put your own price nupon
them. The prey is yours; do with it as you see fit.”” What is
the logical answer to all this, Mr. Chairman? What does the con-
science, the sense of right which God has put in the breast of
every man, what answer does it give? It is this: ‘‘ Remove the
protection allowed by law to these great criminals; let them have
the world to compete with; let the American buy wherever he
can get his goods the cheapest.”

If in the course of time the trusts shall monopolize the com-
merce of the world, humanity may be forced to deal with them
in an entirely different manner. %’hy not remove the protection
they enjoy by reducing the tariff upon the articles which they
manufacture to that point which will force them to sell as cheaply
to the American as to the foreigner? What has the American
done that he must thus be jshed? What has the foreigner
done that he shall be permitted to enjoy this discrimination in
his favor? Are not Americans as good as foreigners? Now, Mr.
Chairman, if the Republican party found its only remedy in the
extreme situation which surrounded us in the coal strike by sus-

nding the duty upon anthracite coal, why will not similar re-

ief be afforded in case the duty is removed or reduced upon other
trust articles?

I have a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury in which he
informs me that cotton-mill and spinning machinery is dutiable
at 45 per cent ad valorem. I also have a letter from one of the
leading cotton-mill men of the country, under date of September
13, 1902, from which I will gquote the following:

A car machine can be bought in England from £375 to $400. The same
machine costs in the United States from to $750. Mule spindles cost in
England from §1 to ?1.25 per spindle. They cost in this country from $1.75 to

repindle. Fly frames are in the same ratio. Ring spindles cost about
g in fﬁ,;ﬁnd and about §3 in this country. =

I merely mention this as one instance of discrimination.

My State, Mr. Chairman, is entering upon a great era of manu-
facturing. The day is not far distant when we will manufacture
as much cotton as our State produces. Why permit this discrim-
ination against us? Why allow an injustice to be done us? Why
not allow our cotton-mill men to buy their machinery as cheaply
as Englishmen? What necessity is there for continuing this 45

r cent tariff which the Secretary of the Treasury says exists?
%?3 you pass an antitrust bill which is worth anything nobody
knows what the Supreme Court will do with it. That court may
discover grave constitutional objections. But in the midst of all
this dilemmma we know that some relief can be given the con-
sumer by reducing the duty upon trust-protected articles. Let
us try this remedy. Republican State conventions have declared
forit; common sense teachesit. Youadmitted it yourselves when
you came in here and, in your desperation to do something, sus-
pended the duty on anthracite coal.

The people are waiting, Mr. Chairman., The great rank and
file are not blind partisans. They do not worship forever at the

shrine of any political party. They love the flag; they love the
country more they do any political party on earth. [Ap-

plause.

And,]after all, political parties are but agencies. They are not
masters, but servants. They have no right to dominate the con-
science of any man. In perfect sincerity of purpose let us, the
servants of the le, in dealing with this great question, at-
tempt to do something practical for our country and for humanity.
[Loud applause on the Democratic side.]

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair,a message from the President of the United
States, by Mr. BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the
President had approved and signed bills of the following titles:

On January 29, 1803:

H. R.10522. An act toprovide forlaying a single electric street
railway track across the Aqueduct Bridge, in the District of Co-
lumbia, and for other purposes.

On January 80, 1903:

H. R. 6649. An act for the relief of Julins A. Kaiser;

H. R. 15510. An act to promote the efficiency of the Philippine
constabulary, to establish the rank and pay of its commanding
officers, and for other purposes;

H. R. 15506. An act to amend section 14 of an act entitled “An
act to divide the State of Texas into four judicial districts;”

H. R. 14839. An act providing that the circuit court of ap?es,!s
of the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at least
one term of said court annually in the city of Montgomery, in the
State of Alabama, on the first Monday in September in each year;

H. R. 15066. An act to incorporate the Association of Military
Surgeons of the United States;

H. R. 15708. An act to extend the time for the completion of the
incline railway on West Mountain, Hot Springs Reservation; and

H. J. Res. 16. Joint resolution to carry into effect two resolu-
tions of the Continental Congress directing monuments to be
erected to the memory of Generals Francis Nash and William Lee
Davidson, of North Carolina.

On January 31, 1903:

H. R. 7664. An act providing for the compulsory attendance of
witnesses before registers and receivers of the land office.

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL,

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy the time of the
House but a very few minutes. When the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. PATTERSON] was speaking the other day on the ques-
tion of trusts, I interrupted him with a question. As a general
rule I do not believe in that sort of pr ure; for I think thata
set speech of that kind is in general made by a member of the
House for distribution among his constituents, and it hardly
seems to be fair to inject a question for the purpose of embar-
rassing him. I therefore, at the close of the session, went to the
gentleman and said that he had my full consent to strike out from
the REcorp the portion which I had interjected. He did so, I
assume. But I think it is due to myself that Ishould explainthe
statem}elnt which I made in connection with the question which T
put to him.

The principal feature of his remarks to which I objected was
the statement that trust-made products were increased in price
by levying a duty against arficles of like character imported into
this country under the protective-tariff system. Having made a
little investigation of that gquestion dm'ilelg the last campaign, and
having the facts in m{ possession, I asked him the question with
the expectation that he would reply. He objected, however, to
my giving my aunthority for my statement. During the last cam-
paign I received the book which I hold in my hand, which is the
Democratic campaign text-book. I examined it with much
pleasure, as I do ev hing of that kind, especially any emana-
tion from the brain of my friend and colleagne in the House, the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. GRriaGs], chairman of the Demo-
cratic Congressional committee., I found in that book a list of
185 articles the prices of which were given from 1836 down to
1901, all of them claiming to be products of trusts. It occurred
to me in the examination of that list that possibly our genial
friend from Georgia had ‘‘ builded better than he knew.”’

So I went to work, and I took from this list which I have here
all the articles which were named as being on the free list, and I
was surprised to find, in view of the way in which the campaign -
turned out, that our friend at that time had put in this campaign
text-book anthracite coal as being on the list; so that we
had good authority during that campaign for saying that anthra-
cite coal was on the free list, for we found it—and I have it here
in the Democratic campaign text-book—on the free list.

I took all the articles that I found, according to this statement
which I have here, and which claims to be authoritative. I give
this list as I find it on Democratic authority, both as to prices
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and duties and as to whether the articles are controlled by trusts.
And in what I am saying I want it distinctly und that I
am relying solely on ocratic official authority.

Now, the articles that were on the free list in this list of trust-
made products were anthracite coal, stove coal, broken coal, cop-
per, flax, jute, petrolenm (crude and refined), petrolenm (150°
test), rubber, sisal, and binder twine; and I took the prices
from 1806 as given there and brought down to 1901, and I found
that the average advance during those five years upon all of the
free-list articles in the Democratic campaign text-book was 26
})er cent, not including coal, for it did not seem to me it would be

air under existing conditions to charge the enormonusly increased
price of coal during the strike to the problem which I wanted to
solve, so I left that out; with thatin, the advance would have been

74 per cent average on the entire free-list articles cited in the |

Democratic campaign text-book.

Now, then, I wanted to make a comparison with protected
articles the products of trusts, and so I took twice the number of
articles entering into daily consumption in the homes and in the
construction of the homes of our American people, and the articles
g0 taken were alcohol, brick, Boston crackers, cotton flannels,
Rosedale cement, canned fish, ginghams, glassware, wire nails,
cut nails, fresh beef, salt beef, salt pork, smoked hams. AndI
want to say right here that it seems to me that it was equally un-
fair under existing conditions in the provision market to put
beef in here; but, desiring to give to our Democratic friends all
the advantage possible, I left out coal on the free list and put in
beef on the protected list; so that generosity (if it might be so
characterized) was shown to our Democratic friends in making
this comparison. Continuing the list, I find pig iron, rice, sugar,
granulated sugar, Ashton salt, steel rails, and tin plate. I think
this is a fair list of articles entering into consumption among the
American people; and I made that comparison with the free-list
articles as given in the Democratic campaign text-book.

The result was that I found that the products of trusts—the
protected products of trusts—compared with the products of fac-
tories in this country on the free list showed an average advance
of 15} per cent as against 20 per cent of all the articlesplaced on the
free list in the Democratic campaign text-book. So that it seems
to me that a fair and reasonable conclusion that one might reach
on Democratic authority, if that anthority is good—and I used no
other—was that the tariff had cut no figure in increasing the
prices of these articles as shown by the Democratic campaign
text-book. Now, there is one further conclusion I want to draw
from this comparison, and I am citing this now for the informa-
tion of our Democratic friends on the other side, who I presume
have not perhaps as carefully as some others studied their own
campaign text-book.

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] the other day
cited the great suffering which was inflicted upon the farmers of
this country by the tariff upon the products of the United States
Steel Company, citing especially wire nails and cut nails. Let
me quote from the Democratic campaign text-book. Wire nails
in 1896, before the enactment of the Dingley tariff law, according
to Democratic authority, were $3.15 a keg, and in 1901, after five
years of the Dingley tariff bill and after the organization and full
operation of the United States Steel Company, they were $2.10,
and have since gone down to $1.85.

Mr, WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man permit a question?

Mr, HILL. Certainly.

Mr. WILLIAM W, KITCHIN. Will the gentleman kindl
state what the price of barbed wire was in 1896 and 1897,
what it was in 1901?

Mr. HILL. I think very likely there may have been an ad-
vance. According to Democratic authority it was 21 cents a pound
in 1896, and $3.10 a hundred in 1902.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Quite an advance.

Mr. HILY, But against the proposition of barbed wire—

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I want to ask the gentleman
one more question. I will ask the gentleman if there are not 10
pounds of barbed wire used to every pound of cut nails?

Mr. HILL. I admit that.

Mr, WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman permitme
to ask him another question?

Mr. HILL. inly.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Has the gentleman contro-
verted the facts stated by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
ParrErsoN] that these great trusts sell their goods abroad more
cheaply than they do to Americans?

7 Mr. ﬁ]l.L That question was not under consideration at that
me.

Mr. WILLTAM W. KITCHIN. But I ask the gentleman now.

Mr. HILL. Iam not discussing that question.

Mr. WILLTAM W. KITCHIN. I ask the gentleman if he will
not admit that they sell abroad more cheaply than they do here?
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Mr, HILL. Iam notintending to discuss that question. [Ap-
plause and laughter on the Democratic side.]

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. It is a fair question, I think,
in this discnssion.

Mr. HILL. I will answer the gentleman as soon as I reply to
the first question which he asked.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Iwillaskthe gentleman if—

Mr. HILL. The gentleman asked me if barbed wire is not a
greater burden upon the farmer than cut nails. I say yes, Mr.
Chairman. I say thatitis. Iam willing to admit that there is
an advance in the price of barbed wire; but I say to the gentle-
man that that is on the protected list and the advantage is on his
side; but binder twine is a greater burden to the farmer than
barbed wire is.

Mr. WILLTAM W. KITCHIN. Let me ask the gentleman an-

other question.
Mr. L. WaituntilIgetthrough. Bindertwineisa greater
burden to the farmer than barbed wire, and I want to refer the

fﬁnt.flfmeﬁn; tto his own campaign text-book, that binder twine is on
e free list. :

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. But before we leave the prod-
ucts of the steel trust—

Mr. HILL. Wait until I get through. I waited for the gen-
tleman. Binder twine, according to the Democratic authority,
in 1896, on the free list, was 64 cents a pound, and in 1902, still on
the free list, was 14} cents a pound.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. - Now, I want to ask the gentle-
man another question about the products of the steel corporation.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL. I do not yield until I have finished the answer to
the gentleman’s first question.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. He did finish that.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr, HILL. Now, the gentleman first asked me a fair ques-
tion. I am perfectly willing to admit that the comparison which
I have made is on Democratic aunthority, but when I make that
statement I want to say distinetly that in my judgment no logical
conclusion can be drawn from statements made either on that
side of the House or on this as to the result of the workings of the
tariff on prices. Now, the gentleman has asked me a question
fairly, whether I do not know that some articles are sold abroad
for less than they are sold at home. Yes,Ido knowit; butl know
that there are commercial and business reasons for it, and, on the
other hand, I know that there are many articles sold abroad at
higher prices than they are sold at home. But there are com-
mercial and business reasons for that, just the same as there are
for Bttliw other thing which the gentleman has referred to in his
question,

Mr, WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Now, will you permit me to
ask you another question?

The CHAIR . The gentleman must address the Chair.,

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. i , will the gen-
tleman from Connecticut permit an interruption?

The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Connecticut yield?

Mr. HILL. Yes.

Mr, WILLIAM W. KITCHEN. I ask the gentleman from
Connecticut if he can name half a dozen other articles, except
nails, controlled by the steel corporation that have not greatly
risen in price from 1896 until now, since the organization of the
steel corporation and the trusts that preceded it?

Mr. HILL. Has the gentleman finished his question?

Mr. WILLTIAM W. KITCHIN. I have finished that question.

Mr. HILL. I will reply, and state that I have shown that
every article on the free list, given by Democratic authority——

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCEEIDQ. I said controlled by the steel
corporation.

Mr. HILL. Without exception, from beginning to end, aver-
aged an advance of 26 per cent in the past five years, while the
articles which I have stated, going into daily consumption in the
United States during the same period, protected and the products
of trusts, average an advance of only 15} per cent. Now the gen-
tleman can make his own explanation if he sees fit.

Mr., WILLIAM W. KITC Evidently the gentleman did
not understand my question. I did not ask a question about the
relative prices——

Mr. HILL. I think the guestion has been fairly answered.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I think the gentleman did not
understand the question—

i Tlxl-c.i CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina is not
in order.

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I ask the gentleman from Con-
necticut to yield to me.

: Th3 CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina is not
in order.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi.

Will the gentleman permit an
interruption?
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The CHAIRMAN. Doesthe gentleman from Connecticut yield
to the gentleman from Mississippi?

Mr, HILL. Yes; certainly.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman’s argument
means anything at all, it means that, in his opinion, putting things
upon the protected list has a tendency to lower their price?

Mr, HILL. It does not mean any such thing.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, I want to ask you this
question in candor. I saidif theargumentmeant an . The
gentleman has just said it meant nothing. Now, does the gen-
tleman make the statement, or will he stand for the statement,
that putting articles upon the protected list does not tend to raise
their prices to the consumer?

. HILI.. I will not make the statement, Mr. Chairman,
either one way or the other. I distinctly stated in the beginning,
in response to the declaration of our friend from Tennessee [Mr.
ParTersoN] the other day, as to the suffering which was inflicted
upon our farmers by putting a duty npon the trust-manufactured
product of wire nails, that it was all imaginary, and that Demo-
cratic authority itself showed that during the past five years there
had been a reduction of §1.80 a keg on every keg of wire nails,
notwithstanding the Dingley tariff of 50 cents per hundred had
been in operation all the time.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Of course, I take it——

Mr, HILL. Now, I will admit to the gentleman from Missis-
gippi, and he knows I will admit, that in many cases the putting
on of a tariff increases the price. In many cases it has no effect,
and, in my judgment, this was one of the cases. Any general

uestion of that kind can not be answered yes or no. I will state
gu:thermore, in reply to the gentleman who addressed an inquiry
to me a moment ago [Mr. WiLLiam W. KircHIN], that the same
general inquiry in regard to goods being sold abroad lower than
they are here is entirely fallacious, that there can be no general
argument advanced on that proposition. During the last cam-
paign I was sEeaking in my own town, and when I finished and
sat down—I had been discussing that very question—the chair-
man of the meeting, sitting behind me, said to me, ¢ Mr. Hill,
I have to-day received five orders from abroad, one of them
40,000 in amount.” I said to him, **Are you selling those goods
at a less price or at a higher price than you sell them at home?"
He said, ** We are getting a higher price.”

Mr., WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, will the gentleman let
me pursue the inquiry?

Mr. HILL. I simply give that one single fact against the gen-
g::)lk.theory that is advanced in this Democratic campaign text-

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississi ‘Will the gentleman allow me
to pursue the inquiry with ano question?
Mr, HILL, Certainly..

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. From the Republican stand-
point is not the object of the passage of a protective tariff bill to
raise the price of the goods- protected, in order to prevent com-
petition from abroad——

Mr. . I will answer the question of the gentleman.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have not finished the ques-
tion—so thatfrom your standpoint American labor may possibly
get a higher wage? And if it be true that the tendency of a pro-
tective tariff is to give American labor higher wages, must it
not necessarily do it by rnisin&]etha price of the article produced?

Mr. HILL. In answer to gentleman, I will say that is a
theoretical question which would require much more time to con-
sider and answer than I design to take now. Isimply introduced
these figures based on Democratic anthority, and now say to my
Democratic friends that in the future in studying their own cam-
paign text-books they may study it more wisely than it seems
that they did in getting these figures together.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Only one more question.

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman
a question.

Ir. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Only one more question.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Connecticut yield
to the tleman from Georgia.

Mr. L. Certainly.

Mr. MADDOX. Iwanttoask you this guestion. You have
stated how prices were advanced on articles under protection?

Mr. HILL. Yes. .

Mr. MADDOX., Then how can you stand here and claim that
prosperity is due to a protective tariff?

Mr, HILL. I have not made any such claim.

Mr. MADDOX. How can your party do it?

Mr. HILL. I am not responsible for anybody else. I have
Bimpiﬁgona and isolated a few figures from our Democratic
friends’ campaign book, in order that possibly I may induce them
very quietly at their homes, after Congress adjourns, to study
their own campaign text-book which they used during the last
campaign. That is the only object I have in taking ithe

.v_w

and that is all I intended to do, and all I want to dpsofa.ras
that 11; concerned. I have got one other subject on which I want
to talk——

Mr. THAYER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question,
Mr. Chairman. :

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts?

My HILL. Ido.

Mr. THAYER. The gentleman has made a misleading state-
ment in standing here and saying that in 1894 and 1896 nails were
worth §3.15 while in 1902 they were §2.20. I live in a city where
we manufacture nails, and in 1894 and 1896 cut nails were §1.40,
and in 1902 $2.20.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman states I have made
a misleading statement. I cited my authority before I begun—
the Democratic campaign text-book. [Loud laughter on the Re-
publican side.] I will refer the gentleman to page 873:

Nails, wire, eight penny, fence, put in 100 ponnds per keg, f. o.b.
mills and Pitts pgutg ‘half & uc?zt. a‘m und, prices controlleg by the
United States Steel Company, July, 1886, 8:{‘?5; July, 1902, §2.10.

And if the statement is misleading, I refer the gentleman to
James M. GRIGGS, chairman of the Democratic Congressional
national campaign committee.

Mr. THAYER. The gentleman had no right, standing on the
floor here, to make false representations, when they come from a
source he believed not to be reliable.

] Tl:g CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is not
in order.

Mr. HILL. I am not responsible for it.

Mr. THAYER. You are responsible for your sayings here.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is not
in order.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I am not responsible for the ina-
bility of the gentleman from Massachusetts to comprehend the
condition of things in eral and the conditions as set forth by
the Democratic campaign book. [Laughter on the R?%blican
side.] He will have to reconcile them for himself, ere is,
however, another subject I desire to say a few words concerning.
I will make no comment at this time. I shall transgress upon
the patience of the House at some future time to refer to it.
That is the question of a common ratio of the silver of the world.
In my time I ask the Clerk to read an editorial written by, I
think, one of the ablest economists of the country, certainly one
whom every person will admit is possessed of full knowledgeand
ability as to the money question—Horace White, of New York.

The Clerk read as follows:

THE NEW SILVER MOVEMENT.

President Roosevelt has asked Congress to give him power to lend the sup-
port of the United States to **such measuroes as will tend to restore and main-
tain a fixed relationship between the moneys of the gold-standard countries
and the silver-using countries.” This authority isasked withoutany Bg-
tion, and ap&mmn ¥y without knowledge of the fact, that a large part of our

litical and diplomatic ncth’itf during the ‘qnat quarter of & century had

en directed to that vvag problem—the problem, namely, how to cause two
things to be of equal value when they are of unequal value. This was the
underlying qtu’:;mon in three international monetary conferences, and also in
the Wolcott Commission of 1807,

The resemblance of the latter to the plan now recommended by the Presi-
dent. if we may judge from the accompanying documents, is rather striking.
Mr. Woleott and his colleagues w&m{wl to England, not es (:ttndg to_bring
abont any change in the monetary standard of the Unitedecjng om, but to
induece her to lend India to some experiment for supporting the price of
silver. The Balisbury ministry, being little skilled in tﬁg sul:gect, and_hay-
ing very imperfect knowledge of the state of public opinion either in India
or England, assented to the project, stipula tcfl‘ hotwever, that the singla
gold standard should be maintained in the Uni Kingdom, and stipulating
#lso that both the United States and France should open their m.mgs to the
free coinage of silver at the ratio of 153 to 1. On those conditions Lord
Salisbury, in the innocence of his heart and the Jmtmity of his knowledge,
ngreed torecommend that the government of India should reopen its mints
to the free coinage of silver, and that the Bank of England should keep silver
in its vaulls to the extent of one-fifth of its metallic reserve. When these
facts were fully made known there was sach an overwhelming protest of
public opinion in both England and India against it that Lord Salisbury was
?bjlgaé E say that he could not go on with the negotiation. It was a morti-

ara.,
ﬂ%ft the Wolcott commission had & much more Eiomising start than any
which could be set on foot now to accomplish the like task. Thattask, as we
have said, is to make two unaqg:al equal toeach other. Itissodeclared
in the pa submitted with the President’s message. The joint communi-
c.a.hr:!g of the ministers of Mexico and China presents their wish in these
wards:

*It is desired that the governments of gold-standard countries having de-
pendencies wheresilver is used and the governments of silver countries glmll
cooperate in formulating some plan for establishing a definite relationship
between their gold and silver moneys, and shall take proper measures to
maintain such relationship.”

* Definite relationship between their gold and silver moneys* means hold-
ing the values of the two kinds of money at a parity. This may be done by
one country for itself alone. Indead, it is done by the United States at this
moment. It is dore by limiting the amount of silver money to the needs of
retail trade, and compelling its use in such trade by abolis
of small denominations. But how this is to be done interna
by concert of action between a number of countries, we defy
point out. The attempt to accomplish this end in the four or five countries
of the Latin Union was a total fallure. Assoon as a divergence took place
.l’):mo;s‘ln the Letgul ratio and thé:’ markoctzt ﬁﬂo of gold and siha'gr, the ct’.'y gg
stop tbnmeodnage of silver. Franuce ].im:lf:lml‘wr e m tly i:an IBTB.SI'Ia

other money
onally, that is,

anybody to
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ly in 1874, and stopped it altogether in 1878. The other countries were
E?toem in the same way from the agreement they had made to estab-

“a definite relationship between their gold and silver moneys.”
Yet there was a much better oggortunity to carry out this scheme in the
case of the Latin Union n in the one now moof ‘Washington. The
Latin Union countries a common currency at the start. ¥y n
with a legal ratio that was coincident with the market ratio. They were ad-
joining coun territorially, and they were, in point of intelligence, the
equals of any nations in the world. Theg)wem not the colonies of any other
countries, and hence were not obliged fo take their decisions from distant
masters, whose action they could not anticipate. How different are the con-
ditions of the peoples which it is now sought to link tqgﬁthar in a monetary
union. In the first place, the legal ratio which they wish to establish is that
of 82 to 1, whereas the market ratio is far differentand fluctuating violently,
The countries concerned are certainlynot of a high range of intelligence, and
only one of them can be rly called self-governing. Mexico is self-
governing, but China can hard 1y be called such, The Philippines are gov-
erned at Washington, the Straits Settlements at London, and Tonquin at
Paris. A monetary union to be made of such a hotch-poteh is inconceivable.
‘We have had one foretaste of its difficulties in the disagreement at Washing-
ton on the Philippine currency bill of last session and again in the present
session, However, if the wise men who have decided to make another silver
experiment—a brand new thing never tried before,as they seem to imagine—
let them go ahead. It will amount to nothing except the salaries and ex-
penses of the commissioners, which, of course, we are able to pay.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman,I donot desire at this time to make
any comment on the article or subject, but in order to save mem-
bers of the House the trouble of éwreparing and looking up fig-
ares which probably they wonld desire to examine in the future
when this question comes up, as it undoubtedly will this year, I
will insert a statement of the world’'s production of silver since
1896, by years, and also the price of silver, calling attention to
the fact that in 1896 the world’s production was 157,000,000
ounces, and it has gone up steadily to 1901, last year, the latest
gtatistics available, to 174,000,000, nearly 175,000,000 ounces; that
during the same years the price of silver started in 1896 at 674
cents per ounce, and has gone down until last year it was 52.7
cents an ounce. After asking that these figures be inserted in
the REcorDp, I leave the subject and return the remainder of my
time to the chairman of the committee,

The figures are as follows:

World's production of silver.

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE.

The committee informally rose, and the Speaker resumed the
chair.

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce the appoint-
ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrRosVENOR] to act as
Speaker during the ceremonies this afternoon, commencing at 3
o’clock.

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resnmed its session.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address
myself to a bill which I infroduced a few days ago, which shonld
be of interest to this House and the entire country.

It is a bill which provides that our postal service shall not be
used by what is known as.‘‘ wild-cat insurance companies.’’

A “*wild-cat insurance company ’’ is described in this bill as
being an insurance company, whether life, fire, or marine, which
fails to comply with all the laws of the State or Terrifory of its
headquarters or its domicile.

The bill should be amended so as to force them to comply with
the laws of the State or Territory where the risk is located when
insured

To be brief, and show you that such concerns are trying to do
a so-called, but in fact a fraudulent, insurance business, I give
you now, as I have stated heretofore, an example of how they
rate. A B will go to New Jersey and get a charter. He will
toh?:n go to Chicago and rent ** desk room »’ and get him a direct-
0% of Nashville or New Orleans, Cincinnati, and all the towns in
which he desires to operate, taking care to not operate—insure—
in Ilinois or New Jersey. He will sit down to his desk and with
the most enticing invitation to the people, whose names he will
select from the directory, write letters to them Eromising to give
them cheap insurance. The face of the letfer shows this is true,
the face-value rate, perhaps, being cheaper than it is at the home
of the subsequent victim. He then write in some gilt-edged
promises, ‘‘ quick settlement,” etc., in case of fire or death.
So that laboring people of the country (the people who
have no time to read the newspapers or to read the magazines

and keep up with the sharpshooters of finance and insurance)

will naturally be induced into insuring with this wild-cat concern.
The humble and the ignorant classes are thus reached and vic-

imi as a rule, a class of people whom we should be most
watehful to protect and aid.

A B does not comply with the operating laws of New Jersey.
He does not comply with the operating laws in Illinois, where
he has headquarters—a desk, pen, ink, paper, and city direct-
ories as their stock or money in trade. He does not comply with
the operating laws of Tennessee, or Kentucky, or Missouri, or of
an{q_other State where he insures. He simply gets the charter
in New Jersey, goes to Chicago and proceeds, and uses the United
States mail as his sale agent to practice his wild-cat scheme on
the innocent and unsuspecting.

He dare not operate in New Jergey. because he does not corﬁlply
with the operating laws there. When the authorities in New
Jersey go to him and say, ‘‘Are you going to operate here?”
he will say, *“ No, I am going to Chicago; I'll not hurt anyone
in New Jersey.” And he goes to Chicago. The State officers
may come to him in Chicago, and to them he says: *‘I amnot oper-
ating in Illinois; I am not insuring anyone here; I am insuring
down in Tennessee and Ohio and Kentucky *’ or wherever he is
operating, ** and if I hurt anybody I shall hurt the people down in
those States.”” So he pays in no money, creates no trust fund
where he is chartered—New Jersey—and he does not comply with
any operating law there.

He does exactly the same thing in Illinois; so when a man he
insures in Tennessee, Kentucky, or Ohio dies and his widow and
children want their insurance money, want the benefit of the
hard-earned premiums they have paid, or when the little cabin
burns down and they want to be reimbursed, there is nobody to
gue in Tennessee, Kentucky, or Ohio, nobody in New Jersey, and
if you go to Chicago yon find a party to sne—if you find him at
all; he proves to be good for nothing. He is all wind and water;
no money ** paid in;”’ no assets; no property—a bankrupt to start
with in money and morals.

He started out to defraud if not to rob and steal. Certainly he
gets the ]iremiuma by false pretenses by using the mails, which
use and abuse of the mails ought to be prohibited, but the Post-
master-General does not think the law covers such a case.

He is, however, in sympathy with this kind of a bill.

So you see there is no agent anywhere. This one person or con-
cern 18 the ‘‘ whole thing,’” with the United States mail as his
only a%ant by and through which this insurance is procured.

The State officer does not know anything about the transaction
until a death or loss occurs, and then the poor fatherless or home-
less victim goes to the fire commissioner of the State, who is pow-
erless to act, to ventilate his tronble.

There is no bond filed or local agent, as the laws require, in all
theStatesasarule. Noonetosue. No property if suitis entered.

The States can not reach such a case for the reason that the
mail service is exclusively under the control of the Federal Gov-
ernment and not the States. :

The insurance commissioner of the State can not interfere with
the mails, can not stop the conveying of the mails, nor arrest a
party who, if he knows, is delivering a letter from this robber
concern to the nunforfunate party who is insured, or whose house
has been burned down, or husband has died.

Now, this bill provides distinctly that the insurer must com-
ply with the law where his headquarters are or domicile is, and
it shonld be amended, I suggest, so as to require the party to
comply with the law of the State or Territory where the property
is located or individual resides when insured. This does not in-
terfere withany Statelaw. There is now no State power that can
reach the mails, and for this reason the insurance commissioners
or actuaries of each of the several States of this Union met in
Columbus, Ohio—I think in September last—and passed a reso-
lution which I desire to have read, to show that even these dis-
tinguished gentlemen, who are vigorous, earnest, and honest, de-
clare in somany words that because these concerns use the United
States mails and have no agents within the State they can not be
reached, and they snggest that thisis a frouble and evil that Con-
gress should take in hand and cure at once. I ask the Clerk to
read the memorial of this convention to Congress. This resolu-
tion is forwarded to me by Mr. Folk, insurance commissioner of
Tennessee, who is the anthor of it. There is a memorial to Con-

also. Read both.

The Clerk read as follows:

The legislation pro by this bill is in accordance with the unanimous
recommendation of the National Convention of Insurance Commissioners,
held at Columbus, Ohio, in September, 1902.

The rollowi.mi’is the resolution adopted by this convention:

“Whereas it is known to the insurance departments of the various States
that certain concerns styling themselves ‘insunrance companies' and pur-
porting to write fire insurance, are operating throunghout the country, not
only without regard to the insurance laws of the various States in which

they seak patronage. but without authnrit.ir of the department of
the States wherein their quarters are located; and
“Wh it is the insurance com-

ereas lan of E'uuedum of these so-called
in order to evade State laws, to refrain from seeking any business in
te of their headguarters, and in order to evade the laws of other

Hhe
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States to refrain from sen nts into such other States, but to use the
mails of the United States to her their unlawful business, thereby aveid-
ing liability to arrest and prosecution; an
“Whereas concerns operating in this manner as a rule are totally irre-
sponsible, their policies being of no value; and
“Whereas the offense in the various Sfates of operating unauthorized in-
. purance is only a misdemeanor and therefore not ex table, rendering
the State where the unauthorized insurance is written powerless to avenge
}he lagv g;here the operation has been transacted through the mails: There-
'ore, be

“Resolved by the convention of insurance comm , That the commit-
tee on unauthorized insurance is hereby directed to draft a memorial to be
gm_aanbed on behalf of this convention to the Pos neral of the

nited States, acquainting him with the conditions and asking him to take
cognizance of these matters whereby the United States mails are being'a_.sed
for base and fraudulent purposes and as a means of evading the 1
statutes of the various States.

“Be it further vesolved, That the Postmaster-General be requested to deny
the uso of the mails to these psendo insurance concerns where they seek to
operate thmugh the mails in the States wherein they have not procured
licenss to do business from the proper authorities; or, if the Postmaster-
General will not go so far, that he be uested at least to prohibit the mails
to any pretending insurance company which is not authorized to do business
by the proper insurance authorities of the State in which it has its domicile.”

MEMORIAL TO CONGRESS,
The following is the memorial drafted by the convention, petitioning Con-
- gress to take cognizance of the situation and grant the desired relief:
To the Congress of the United States, Washington, D. C., greeting:

The national convention of insurance commissioners, now in session at
Columbus, Ohio, has the honor to address you for the pus of r
and earnestly directing your attention to a serious condition of affairs whic
the members of this convention in their various jurisdictions are powerless
to remedy, and from which substantial relief can only be obtained through
enactment of amendments to the present postal laws.

We respectfull resent that to the best of our knowledge, information,
and belief the United States mails are being used for fraudulent and nefarious
purposes by certain concerns styling themselves “insurance companies,"
and seeking by correspondence and advertising matter sent through the
mails to obtain money for so-called fire-insurance policies, these aolieiesbeing
in most instances entirely worthless. None of the concerns in question
authorized to transact business by the authority of any State in the Union.
They evade the laws of the States of their do @ by writing no business
therein, and evade liability to arrest and prosecution in other States by
operating entirely thron&]llat.he medinm of the mails.

We fully urge that Cor will take cognizance of these matters
to the ecna that Ero'per laws may g passed to meet the serious situation.

fully,
ATIOEAL INSURANCE COMMISSIONERS' CONVENTION.
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Will the gentleman from
Tennessee allow me to call his attention and that of the Commit-
tee of the Whole to a letter which I have received from the com-
missioner of insurance of my State, North Carolina, in which he
calls attention to the bill recommended at the recent convention
of insurance commissioners of all the States, and asks for that
measure the support of myself and other members of our delega-
tion? With the permission of the gentleman from Tennessee I
ask that this letter be inserted in the RECORD. :
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I gladly yield to the gentleman’s
uest.
he letter referred to by Mr. TrHoMAS of North Carolina is as
follows:

INSURANCE DEPARTMENT, STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA,

Raleigh, January 26, 1903.
Hon. CHAS. R. THOMAS, M. C,,
4 Washington, D. C.

« DEAR BIRr: I trust yom will pardon my trespassing upon your time this
mnrn.i:;g. but I am very anxious to have you and the other members of our
delegation to support House bill No, 1 introduced Mr. GAINES of
Tennessee. The object of this bill is to deny the use of the United States
mails to insurance companies not authorized to do business in their home
Btates. These companies are what are known as “* wild-cat" or “under-
ground " companies, and the object of the bill is to try to stamp them out.

The bill was adopted by the recent convention of the insurance commis-
gioners of all the States.
JAS. R. YOUNG,

Very truly, yours,
Insurance Commissioner,

Mr. BROMWELL rose.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Iyield to the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. BROMWELL. I wish toinguire of the gentleman from
Tennessee whether he has a report from the Postmaster-General
to the effect that the Post-Office De ent can not under exist-
ing law regulate this matter of nsing the United States mails to
further schemes of frandulent insurance?

Mr. GATNES of Tennessee. I will state to the gentleman that
Mr. Folk, who is the auther of this resolution, and who prepared
the bill which I introduced, spent a week here a short while ago,
and we conferred with the Postmaster-General and Mr. Chris-
tiancy, counsel for that Department—>Mr. Folk conferred several
times, I believe. They ng;eed that the law as it stands is not
sufficient; at all events. that there was tronble about enforcing
the present law, probably because not broad enough in defining
fraud in law; and this bill is drawn along the lines they suggested
to Mr. Folk, I dare say. I think, and my information is, this bill
has been drawn so as to extend our laws to such a class of insurance
business, and under the suggestions made by these officers.

Mr. BROMWELL. In view of the broad power that the
Postmaster-General now exercises in regard to fraudulent mat-
ter going through the mails, I can not nnderstand on what ground
he assumes that he can not regulate and control this matter.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. One difficulty I can see is in re-
gard to the definition of this ‘* wild-cat’’ concern. It is undefined

by law. We should define it. Things now excluded are defined
or described. 5

In this bill we define that term as a concern that does not comply
with any law—insurance law—of the State of its headquarters or
domicile. There is no law with which these concerns comply.
We say in this bill: *If you do not comply with the law of the
State where your headguarters are, you are a wild-cat concern,
and you shall not use the mails.” e bill makes this definition
for the Postmaster-General. The wild-cat can not escaia, then,
by aa.y‘ing: “I intended totgaywhen Iinsured him.”” If he never
pays, and complies with the State laws named, he can use the
mails unless shown to be a fraud in fact.

Mr. BROMWELL. I am not referring to thequestion, what is
a wild-cat concern nor what a regular concern; butif frandulent
companies are using the mails for the pu.?oseof obtaining money
by false pretenses and trating frand upon the public I can
not understand why the Postmaster-General has not authority
now to suppress such use of the mails. He does it in the case of
frandulent patent-medicine schemes and all other frandulent con-
cerns of similar character. He does not come to Congress asking
for additional legislation in that matter. I am sure that the use
of the mailsin connection with frandulentinsurance could be sup-
pressed in the manner indicated without any additional legisla-
tion if the Postmaster-General chose to exercise his aunthority of
withholding this fraudulent matter from the mails. Has the
gentleman any written statement from the Postmaster-General?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have not; but I want tosay that
this bill has been submitted to Mr. Christiancy, the counsel for
the Department, by Mr. Folk; and he approves the extension of
the law. He said to me in substance that there wonld be trouble
in nndertaking to enforce the law as it is—that under the recent
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States there would
be trouble in enforcing the present statute. This bill is drawn
to meet that opinion.

Mr. BROMWELL. Has he made any attempt: has he under-
taken to withhold the name of any of these fraudulent concerns
and test the question as to his authority?

Mr. G- of Tennessee. Iammnotinformed. I donotthink
he has had any insurance case of this class—those which comply
with no law. This bill extends the law so as to cover such cases.,
This bill makes the noncompliance with the local laws, as
stated, a frand in law, and arms the Postmaster-General with
the right to bar such concerns from the use of the mails without
further evidence.

I do not think such a class of cases had been presented to the
Department until Mr., Folk and myself urged the Postmaster-
General to bar these concerns under the present law, but in sub-
stance the Postmaster-General stated that he donbted his power to
do so withont * special evidence of fraud in each case —fraund in
fact. This bill bars these concerns for ‘‘ noncompliance’’ with
the State laws, as explained, such noncompliance being made a
frand in law without additional evidence showing frand in fact.

The Postmaster-Geeneral declined to act in such cases as these
without ‘“ special evidence in each case,”” or a change in the law,
as my bill suggests. This class of cases seemed to be new to the
Department, and I am satisfied none such have been tried for non-
compliance with State laws as explained. Hence this bill.

Mr. BROMWELL. I think that should be done first.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I may add that General Payne,
with Attorney-General Christiancy, read me a recent decision of
the Supreme Court of the United States passing npon our postal
laws which exclude frandulent businesses from the mail, which
decision, being adverse to the Government, intensified the belief
of these officials that the Department is without power to exclude
these lawless concerns from the mail, without evidence in each
case of fraud in fact, even if they had complied with the State laws.

To prove frand in fact in each case would greatly increase the
labors of the Department, but to bar these concerns from the
mail for noncompliance with the State laws would be a compara-
tively undertaking. The State officials would gladly co-
operate with the Department.

Again, the proof of actual fraud is made, generally, after a
fire, death, or loss has occurred and the insured refuses to pay.
The insurer might not pay even after he had complied with the
State laws. Still to force him tocomply fully with the State laws
as stated would tend to prevent fraud and encourage honest deal-
in% before and after loss. :

am taking the time of the committee now to explain this bill,
because it is very plain and patent that these frandulent concerns
exist. They produce greatdistress. No onewill donbt these two
statements. e have the postal appropriation bill under con-
sideration, and I want to see if we can not amend it by inserting
briefly the substance of my bill; and as it may be subject to a
point of order, I wish to explain fully the merits and righteous
purposes of the amendment, so that no one will feel warranted in
raising a point of order against it.

Congress will soon adjourn; and I am afraid if we allow this
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op?t)r{runity to pass, the enactment of this bill into law would be
deferred for a year, and maybe longer. The existence of the evil
sought to be removed must be confessed. That this kind of a
law will cure it is indisputable. Now I yield to the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. MANN].

Mr. MANN. Mr, Chairman, I take it that this is very much
or identically the same proposition which the gentleman from
Tennessee presentéd when he had the department of commerce
and labor bill up for consideration.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessece, That amendment was a very brief

position I then offered, covered elaborately by this bill, plac-
ing the enforcement of the law in the hands of the Postmaster-
General, as I remember it, under the postal power granted the
Federal Government. I drew it hurriedly a few moments before
I offered it and without this bill being before me. The purpose
of both measures was the same.

Mr. MANN. I felt very much interested in the remarks which
the gentleman made at that time on the subject, because I saw

that the gentleman was endeavorﬁ:;% to reach in one way some
frauds which our committee been endeavoring to reach
E another way.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And the reason why I differed
with the gentleman was this: ‘‘ That insurance is not commerce,’
gays the Supreme Court of the United States; and I quoted the
decisions of the Supreme Court—the Hooper case, from Califor-
nia—to prove that.

Mr. LFANN . Well, irrespective of the question, as I stated to
the gentleman at that time, I made no claim that insurance was
commerce. My claim on that was that nobody kmew what the
Supreme Court would decide, and I still maintain that. My posi-
tion in reference to a bureau of insurance was that it wonld be
able to obtain and give out information which would lead to the
correction of these abuses. Now, I understand the gentleman
proposes to have the Post-Office Department investigate any in-
surance company to see whether it complies with local laws or not.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; and all insurance concerns
that fail to comply with the laws of the State where their head-

uarters are, or where they do business, are forbidden the use of

e mails by my bill.

Mr. MANN. Well, that is a very exhaustive subject for the
Post-Office Department to enter into. On the same principle, we
might have them investigate every corporation to see whether it
complied with local laws or not. Where will you end, I ask the
gentleman?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, no. This bill covers only one
class of corporations. It will not be a hard job to see if thei
have complied with the local laws. Under the proposition whic
he had in his burean of commerce and labor bill he was trying
to regulate, under the interstate commerce grant of power to
Congress, something—insurance—by the Federal Government
which was not * commerce,” and so adjudged by the courts. _

Mr, MANN. That is just identically what we were not trying
to do.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, the gentleman is bound by
the opinions of the Supreme Court, I take it. I dislike to be
boun‘:ipby them sometimes, I want to say to the gentleman, and
sometimes I refuse. But that tribunal has thus spoken, and
I thus acted, and the gentleman knows that Iam sincere and
honest in what I say. | \

. MANN. I zgways believe the gentleman is not only sin-
cere, but that he is bright. )

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thank you. With such luster
around me, how could I be otherwise? [Laughter.] The gen-
tleman was seeking to do something Congress had no power to
do—regulate a business that was not *‘ Federal business ”’—insur-
ance—Dby just creating a little bureau to sit np here without teeth
or power.

1. MANN. Does the gentleman claim that Congress does not
have the power in one department of the Government to gather
information, but if we transfer it to the Post-Ofiice Department
it would have the power?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Exactly. That is what I am fry-
ing to explain to the gentleman, if he will permit me a moment.

. iIuRNN. The gentleman misunderstood entirely the pro-
vision. We made no claim, in reference to gathering statistics,
that we are doing it under the power to regulate commerce. We
made no pretense of that in the bureaun of corporations.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And having no power under the
interstate ‘ commerce *’ clause to regulate insurance, what right
would you haye to go down and order Brown and Jones in Ten-
nessee or Illinois to open up their books in Nashville or Chicago
and show they were wild-cats or angels without wings? Such a
law would be unconstitutional and beyond the power of Congress
to pass, but when we come fo the power over the post-office and
post-roads, it is as broad as the Republic. It covers the whole
jurisdiction of the United States, including our colonies—and I

am sorry always to use the word * colonies” in discussing any
question pertaining to mattersunder our flag. This postal power
Eknows no State lines.

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman claim that the power the
Constitution confers upon Congress must be exercised by one
specific executive department of the Government, and the same
power can not be exercised by another specific department of
the Government in which Congress chooses to place it?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I confend that Congress has the
exclusive right and complete jurisdiction, regardless of State
lines, to control the mails; to say what shall be mail and what
shall not be; to say what can go in and what cannot go in. But
under the interstate-commerce clanse Congress has nothing to do
with insurance. You can not meddle with insurance, which is a
local business—State business and not Federal business, Do you
not see that that is the difference between the two bureaus? In
other words, one of the bureaus—Bureau of Commerce—knows
State lines, and you are obli to submit to State lines and con-

fine your investigations [to interstate and foreign commerce un.
der that bureau—founded on the commerce clause of the Federal
Constitution.

Under the postal clanse, Congress has the exclusive right to
‘* establish post-offices and post-roads,” and that applies regard-
less of State lines, so that the Postmaster-General could send a
good agent, whom, doubtless, the gentleman from Chicago [Mr.
MaxN] would select for him, to look after these concerns, with
full power to act; and he would send him to Clﬁcago and Nash-
ville, and say toSmith and Jones: * Where is your State license?
Have you complied with the law of Tennessee or Illinois?”’ And
if they had not, he would have a right to exclude them from the
nse of the mails, because there are no State lines or State powers
to prevent it. R

ederal jurisdiction is complete in such a case, just the
same as where a man b open a letter box on the street or
commits any depredation against the post-office service * within
the jurisdiction of the United States.”” You have the right un-
der the postal power of the Government to find out who the
offender is and to punish him. You can not do that under the
interstate-commerce clause.

Mr. MANN. Nobody ever claimed could, and there was
not a line in that Eroviaion relating to insurance which had any-
thing to do with that.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Under what grant of power to
Congress were you seeking to create that insurance bureaun?

Mr. MANN. We could create an insurance bureau under the
aunthority that I have called attention to.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And yetthat wasa ‘‘commerce’’ bill.

Mr. MANN., Oh, well, it does not p to be a bill relating
solely to commerce. We expressly sta to the gentleman that
we made no claim under that section of the bill that insurance
was commerce, That is a matter that I claim is not yet decided;
but we did not put it upon that ground, at all. I do not wish to
take up the time of the gentleman, but the gentleman would not
claim, I suppose, that the Attorney-General could not investigate
these matters, in order to defermine whether the Post-Office De-
partment should exclude a concern from the use of the mails?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Notat all. His power is general
in Federal matters. Insurance not being Federal business, hence
he could not meddle with it.

Mr. MANN. One of the very purposes of the bureau of insur-
ance was to gather information, so that when this information
was grese‘nted to Congress, showing tHe very broad scope of these
fra}'i ulent companies, Congress might prohibit their use of the
mails,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But you were creating an insar-
ance bureau without any legal powers to compel things to be
done. I am satisfied that the gentleman agrees with me that
these things should be outlawed.

Mr. MANN. Oh, I agree with the gentleman.

Mr. GATNES of Tennessee. And the gentleman agrees with
me that we can do so this way?

Mr. (]LIANN I did not oppose the gentleman’s amendment the
other day. :

Mr., GilNES of Tennessee. The gentleman will agree with
me that we can invoke the Post-Office D?arl:ment toassist in up-
rcr;ooting these lawlessconcerns. 'Wecan do that under that grant
of power.

ng. MANN. Ihave no doubt that we can.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now I hope the gentleman will
try to get this committee to do this. The %ntlenmn may go now
and write this amendment, if he chooses. eaven knows I do not
care anything about authorship. What I want to do is to help
the people, and to outlaw these concerns.

I see there is some new law proposed in this appropriation bill,
and I want a little amendment that will get down to the root of
this evil, so that the people will be protected as much as possible,
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The gentleman kmows that the State anthorities now are as
werful as they can be in such matters, but this post-office power
not within the jurisdiction of the State authorities, and, there-
fore, this great convention comes up and states that fact and says:
“ Now, we ask the Government to get out of partnership with these
frauds, to stop them from using the mails,”’ and the Postmaster-
dﬂm‘t ,in substance, does not feel that he has the power now to

o it.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me—

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. MANN. Ican conceive a very t difference between
having a burean of the Government which publishes the infor-
mation that it receives, so that everybody receives fair treatment,
and some unknown official in the Post-Office Department, who
gublishes no information, who makes no report to the public, who

oes not print the information that he receives, but who passes
upon the question who shall use the mails and who shall not.

Mr. G of Tennessee. The difference between the gentle-
man and myself in this matter, I am glad to see, is not in purpose.
‘We both want to outlaw this frandulent business, but he would
invoke the commerce power of the Federal Government—which
does not cover the insurance business—while I desire to invoke
the postal power that can cover that business legally and power-
fully, and the statutes enacted thereunder I desire to extend to
the insurance business.

Mr. Chairman, to show you that the Postmaster-General feels
that he can not exclude these concerns for noncompliance with
State laws I cite the committee to the fact that the gentleman
from Towa [Mr. HEPBURN] a few days ago, in this Chamber, de-
nounced these concerns as ‘‘ catamounts,” holding aloft, as he
stated, * the names of thirty-two in number.”” I wish he had
Erublishad the list. They are playing havoc all over the country.

ow, if the Postmaster-General was not convinced that he did
not have the power, under the present law, he would have ex-
cluded these concerns before this from the mails.

Mr. Folk and myself discussed thoroughly with General Payne
and Attorney-General Christiancy the necessity for immediate
action barring these concerns from the mails, but without effect,
save and except they suggested this amendment to the existing
law with an appropriation to execute it.

The recent decision of the Su e Court I referred to a few
moments ago intensified their desire for this amendment which
they approved. I submit, however, that it should be further
elaborated by requiring the insuring or thing to comply
with the laws of the State or Territory wherein the party insured

lives or thepro insured issituated, so that suits, if necessary,
can be immediately brought and into local courts. This would
protect the

mple at both ends of the line.
This bill been referred to a subcommittee, but the chair-
man of that committee, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
BiNGHAM], is absent. Learning this, I went to the other two
tlemen who are on that committee, the gentleman from Ohio
Mr. BroMweLL] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow-
HERD]. They are both ready to proceed with the consideration
&thisl;ﬂlassoonasthochmrman‘ returns, which may be some
e yet. )
But here, now, we have up this Post-Office appropriation bill.
‘We can put a little amendment on here to cover cases, and
nobody ought to object or interpose a point of order.
‘What is the object of a point of order?
Itis to tprevant the members from being taken by surprise and
rovoke full consideration. Nobody could be taken by surprise
n this matter after what has been said about these concerns and

- this bill.
Hereisa t appropriation bill ing out the laws referring
to the mmﬁeBThe Postmaster-General does not think he has

power enough, and here is the gentleman from Ohio ready and
willing to consider the matter, and sois the gentleman from Mis-
souri; and if-this amendment is offered and no point of order
made, this law can be made this session, plain and powerful, and
the Postmaster-General can soon act.

Mr. BROMWELL. If the gentleman will permit me to inter-
rupt him, I will state that the gentleman is entirely correct in
stating that * the gentleman from Ohio” is as much opposed to
this wild-cat insurance as the gentleman from Tennessee. The-
first case I ever had the pleasure of carrying from the police court
of Cincinnati to the supreme court of Ohio was a wild-cat insur-
ance case. I won the case all along the line, and the violator of
the law was severely punished as a result.

My sympathies are entirely with the proposition of the gentle-
man from Tennessee; but this is a matter that has come into
the Post-Office Committee’s hand by a bill offered by the gen-
tleman from Tennessee, which is now in the hands of the sub-
committee, of which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.

BingHAM] is chairman; and I think I can assure the gentléman
that as soon as General BINGHAM refurns and is able to call that

subcommittee together the bill will receive consideration, and I
have no doubt, so far as the subcommittee, and possibly the full
committee, are concerned, that it will receive a favorable report.

At the present I would much prefer not to attempt to put it on
an appropriation bill. There is some information that the sub-
committee itself thinks it would like to get from the Postmaster-
General before they unqualifiedly approve this bill. I myself
wonld like to have a statement of the Postmaster-General offi-
cially saying that he has not adequate power for him now to en-
force the law against these frauds,and I would further like to
have an indorsement of the Postmaster-General in writing as to
his approval of thistarﬁcular bill.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am perfectly willing to have all
that, but I do not want this Congress to die without the enact-
ment of this or a similar measure.

Mr, BROMWELL. Thereis over a month yet before Congress

ires.
exgir. GAINES of Tennessee. But, inasmuch as the chairman is
absent and has been absent for some time, I do notknow how long
he may be, and the gentleman says *‘if’’ he comes back he will
do so and so; but will he give consideration to this bill in time for
Congress to act?

Iam ready now to go with the gentleman from Ohio or the
gentleman from Missouri to the Postmaster-General and have
a conference with him regarding this matter. I am ready to do
anything proper rather than to let this bill hang on for another
twelve months when we know we can give relief here by a small
amendment which will give the necessary power to the Post-
master-General.

However, I will abide by the gentleman’s suggestion and not
offer the amendment, hoping to pass the bill this session.

Mr. Chairman, I want to submit a letter from the of
the insurance department of the great State of Missouri. en
we had this matter up a few days ago one of my distinguished
colleagues from that State [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] objected to the
position I took about this matter, and said the State laws were
sufficient and that the bill was pure * Federalism.” Iam in-
voking Federal power in this bill. It can not be a State power
unless you amend 'the Constitution and give the postal power
back to the States. 'Will the Clerk please read the letter?

The Clerk read as follows:

INSURANCE DEPARTMENT, STATE OF MISSOURT,
City of Jefferson, January 27, 1903.
Hon. JoEX W. GAINES, M. C.

Washingtor, D. C.

DEAR S1R: I take this opportunity of expressing my approval of House
bill No. 16880, introduced by you on the 19th of Jnnui‘aryyl providing that
certain sections of the statutes of the United States _sh.ail be made appli:nhla
to insurance companies or organizations not authorized by the State or Ter-
ritory in which they are organized or domiciled. is & measure which
511110 d r_‘ege_ive the s_npport& of feva mhajn:l]}m; of Con; as it will i:.;u.steri-
ally assist in stamping out a fraud whic racticed, I beliew: ever
Goggrpssioml dlstr?élt the United States, a.n«;l one which has beg'oma ver§
annoying to the people. I trust the measure will become a law. I havealso
written a member of Congress from the district in which I live, namely,
Hon. W. D. VANDIVER, of the Fourteenth district of Missouri.

Very respectfully, yours,
J. B. REYNOLDS, Actuary.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, Mr, Chairman, I desire to
insert in the RECORD, with the consent of the committee, in ex-
tending my remarks on this question, a list of the frandulent con-
cerns that have been excluded from the use of the mails under
the present law, so as to show the committee what has been ex-
clnded—and I take it that everything has been excluded that counld
have been under the law—and I fail to find any insurance com-
pany in the list. If I am correct, there is an active official con-
struction of the law as it is, showing an absence of power.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent to inserf with his remarks a list. Is there objec-
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The paper referred to is as follows:

FRAUDULENT MATTER IN THE MATILS—INSTRUCTIONS TO POSTMASTERS.

8l. It having been made to a r to the Postmaster-Gen upon evi-
dence mﬁsfac%or*r to him, that ge Honduras National Lot:;@%’ Oo.‘nPnul
Conrad, President, and Paul Conrad, at Puerto Cortez, Hond Central
America; Juarez Beneficiencia Publica Lottery, and M. Carguall‘g:?ns T
of Juarez Beneficiencia Publica Lottery, at City of Mexico, Mexico; m
Platt & Co., at Toronto. ; the Muinal Guarantee Co., Francisco Al-
faro, President; R. E, kuchnurt, Vice-President: Ignacio Burgoa, Second
Vice-President; Charles E. Quincy, Secretary and Manager; W. E. 'y Treas-
urer, and General E, Gaynor, Actuary, at City of Mexico, Mexmo.
Dom‘ingo Lottery Co., J. B. 8arson, President, at City of San Domingo, Re-
public of San l)ommg%¥ are engaged in conducting lotteries or simflar enter-
prises for the distribution of money by lot or chance through the mails, in
violation of the act of entitled “Anact to amend certain sections
of the Revised Statutes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved September 19, 1890,

Now, therefore, by anthority vested in him by said act, and the act of
Congress entitled “An act for the suppression of lottery traffic through in-
ternational and interstate commerce and the postal service, subject to the
i)l;gisdlctlon and laws of the United States,” approved March 2, 1805, the

tmaster-General hereby forbids you to pay any postal money order drawn

E:)i g;:rogfd:; of said pnrtilai,n and you a.r:hll;?m'by dlr%czgd to rin]it::m thurm-
such pcﬂtﬂ On order men 12} been

bidden, and {hst the amount teth! will bagginmad uporlrot.he preaenmﬂmm
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of a du B‘lélmts monay order applied for and obtained under the regulations

of the

And you are h instructed to return all lettera, whether registered
or not, aynd other mﬁ' matter which shall arrive at our office directed to
the said parties to the postmasters at the offices at whic wereonglmﬂl?’
mailed, gl to the senders thereof with the word. “Fraundulent™
plainl wntt.en or stamped upon the outside of such letters or matter:
vided, however, That where there is nothing to indicate who are the senders
of letters not Te or other matter, yon are t case to
send such letters and matter to the Dead Letter Office with the word
“Frauduolent™ plainly written or stamped thereon, to be dwposed of as other

dead matter under the laws and regulations applicable thereto.

FOREIGN LOTTERY COMPANIES AGAINST WHICH ORDERS SIMILAR TO THE
ABOVE HAVE BEEN ISSUED.

The International Patentees® Agency, at London, hmﬂ
Loteria Mexicana de la Beneficiencia Publica, L. {rreuidant.
ancf B. Espinosa, interventor; Tropical Fruit Compsuy. Box s Huas-
Mperat.h“e Land, Coffee, and Fruit Company, Apt. 174, at Ban Lnuis
X100,

Hambu r Staats-Lotterie burg State Lottery), Wilhelm Schulze,
hnuptcollmtor (William Sch , principal collector), at Neustrelitz, Ger-

Max:[cnn American Coffee Culture Company;
A Wgﬂ C. Davila, boxes 174 and 184, at

H allace, D. Estrada, a n Luis Potos{, Mexico.

8. Malandez, AL blgiaamundo‘ an A f)iaz Luis Potosi, Mexico.

J. Zavala, L. 8. Clement, and A Galindo, o Ba Tonis Potosi, Mexico,

L.E. Kiei‘er‘ box 174, alias L. E. Ke'.fer. at San Luis Potosi, Mexico.

U. Bassetti, at City of Mexico, Mexico.

National S-ocioty of Sculpture, J. E. Clement, manager: secretary, box 1025,
at Montreal, Canada.

Albert Jarmulowsky, Schau Schwencke and Schwerdfeger, at Schwerin,

Mexican Marble Com :
n Luis Potosi, Mexico. e

in Mecklenburg, Germany.

Neubauer & Rendelmann; National Lottery of the Kingdom of Saxony;
Brunswick-Lunenburg National Lottery unschweig-Lunenbur, S
Idnndm-l.otterle). at Neustrelitz, Schwerin, in Mecklenburg, and Berlin,

erman:

l'lutunl Guarantee Com

of Maxim City of Mexico, Mexico.
H. B. Cocke, at City orm
C. Humme, at Ham'unri) ermany
Valentin & Co., at Ham many
Martin Meyer, jr & Co., at Hamburg, Germa:
Fox Man %n.ge:t Toronto. (!nnndn

urin

Gerhd. R. Hagerfe dt at

% = B Dnmmn.n and the Ducal Brunswick -Lnnemburgstatelmttery at Ham-
uf)s!;toF rster&co Lubeck State Lotte B&mbttrgGﬁrmn
Henri Rua Chauchat, Paris, Fra ry -
Albert G-erher and the Royal Hungarian Monay I..ottery. Budapest, Hun-

“%mam Schulze and the State Lottery Office, Hamburg, Germany.

B R i L itory, Dudspesh, Baniaty.
ercur an ungarian

Conrad Lewin, Na‘u‘.?lireht.z, Germany.

g Fod].lor & &(3%0 B%inpgat. Hnngary
wenherz mburg, Ge

City of H Ham‘bur Lottery tory ‘Chief State Lottery of Hamburg, Lottery of

urg,

m% tional Soclet of Scu]ptura,emtéﬁa Canada.
Thimothe Amh{m ult, Que Canada.
‘Wilhelm Schulze, Hamburg,
M Bzan Co.

E. Drolet, Quebec,
Gustav éluver. Hamburgé(}erman
Dorge Frigyesbankhaza, UNZAry.
8. Perlberg. Budapest, Hunga:
? 5”‘11?"53“1&3‘1 Hungn.ririn Money Lottery, Budapest, Hungary.

. Gar’

house Hecht, Bn Hungary

A. Brandon & Co., Amsterdmt'
Max Schlessinger, Mainz, German
Campania de g‘mﬂa de Hont.erey Neuva Leon, Mexi
Ernst Co., Lubeckishhen Staats Lotterie, Ha.mburg Germany.
The Saxon stntes Lottery. Chemnltz, Baxony.
‘Wildemar Hiller, Chemnitz, SBaxon
Herman Hiller, Chemnitz, Saxon: y
Tha Grande Loterie en favour de l‘E%“l’se Cat.ho!iqu.a. and P. E. Demers,
A. E. D'Artois, and J. A. Declles, a.tF'am

Canadian R Art Union and 8. T. Di , manager, Montreal,

H. Thunnissen, t, Hambur, arm.nny

D. M. Goldschmi :El’ambur 5«1

Emil Zarnckeand the Mecklen'burgschweranchen Geldlotterie, Bchwerin,
Mecklenburg, Germ.a,ns;:m

Royn.! Hungarian Lottery and Emil Veg and Armin Schiin, jr., Budapest,

Har:ijt’l Meyer, jr & Co., Hamburg, Germany.
H. Lan, d Great German ‘Money Lottery, Bremen, Germany.
Saohsen—'l‘hurmgxsch -Anhaltischer SBtaats Lotterie; M. Lam, Lubeck, Ger-

Credlt d'Epargue, Puﬁs, France. Emile Tnchnmn.u..
“Cradit Gemrsl n Canada,” Montreal, Canada
vesque,” Montrea Ca.nada
Jusegh Vincent, Quebec,
. care George Ad&mﬂ, Hobart, Tasmanis.

Pierre Longt.in Quebec, Canada.

Carl Farnow, . Germa Y

8. Barkany and Arnol Martan dapest. H

The National Society of Sculpture s.nﬂ A, W Blomn, HnntreaL Canada.

Loteria Tamaulipeca, Tampico, Tam., Mexi

.1' Kornbe m§ and Hnmburg Btm.a Lott.ery. Ham‘bnr Germany

P‘ri Lottery Company, and the Haytian Lottery Oompany, Port
an m:et1

meBulgarian Bank and Lottery of the town Sofia, Sofia, Bulgaria.

Conrad Lewin, Berlin, German

Nicolaus Jacobi and erml Lnndss-Lotterie Bremen, Germa

Loteria Nacional ( \Tatio t—B!'y). Mexico' City, Mexico, nnd J. Maxe-
min, agent, Mazatlin, 8i

Antellige:

The Boer Liberty Lottery and International Boer Union, City of Mexico,

Mexico.
E. J. Cohen & Sohn and the Hambur tate Lottery, Hamburg, Germany.
Victor and Bnﬂol%e.]osephynnduecilenburgﬁchweﬂnchan es-Lot-
tane. Schwaan, Mecklenburg, G

Goldschmidt and Hamburg State {ot{.ery. Hamburg, Germany.
Theodor Kliiver and Bambur%(}ity Lottery, Hamburg, Germany.
Emanuel Feyertag and Ro ungarian Lottery, Bu Fest, Hungar
Committee of the Axtistae Lottery, Committee of the ntamaﬁonsl and

%ﬁimcllfotte ; and Au Comité de la Loterie Artistique Internationale, The
e, Hollan
ater Barral, Inmensee, Switzerland.
nque Franco-B and Monsieur le Directeur de la Banque Franco-

Bul re. Soﬂa B
lit é hﬂ:lpﬁ;ka and Mecklenburg-Schwerin State Lottery, Neustre-

Karl Kiss .i Co., and Banque Karl Kiss & Co., Budapest, H
Wﬂhalm Grodhaus and Hessisch- ~Thuring sta.u.talotteriess, Da.rmstadt..

Wmdus & Co. Hamb%ﬁema
N. D. Bartels Wwe ers. Hamburg, Germany.
Ad. Goldschmidt, }E[ambm-g, Germany.

82. The attention of tmasters and other emg { ees of the postal service
is called to section 499, P. L. and R., which prohibits the circulation in the
mails of all matter relating to lotteries, or schemes oﬁarmg prizes depend-
ent upon lot or chance, In casesof doubt, where ‘gost rs have reason
to believe that any scheme or advertisemen olntion of the lottery
law, they should rater the matter to the Depnrtment for instructions.

33. Postmasters must not give opinions as to the construction of thelotte;g
law as applicable to advertisements or schemes submitted to them. Allsu
questions should be referred to the Department.

FOREIGN LOTTERY MATTER.

34. Postmasters and other postal officials are hereby notified that “frand
orders” issued against lot('ery compamee and their officers operating in for-
eign ;'ountries dtoha:gt oo'reh T mail - to _bmt;lgmating iﬁ:fomignm co%nd

simply passing our terri ut cover mail matter ori
h is addmaag to any of the parties

Ot;l;ids country only w! in such
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I desire now to discuss the power
of Congress to exclude persons and concerns e ed in ** wild-

cat insurance business’* and ** trusts * which restrain trade from
the use of the mails.

Congress, and not the States, has exclusive control of our postal
service. Congreas has admitted and excluded what Congress
chose to admit or exclude, and this power was by Congress in-
voked in crushing lotteries, and in the noted case of In re Rapier
Mr. Chief Justice Fuller, for the Supreme Court of the Umt,eci
States, upheld the act of Congress—the antilottery statute. There
can be no doubt of its constitutionality, nor of the bill I have
introduced extending the provisions of this antilottery statute to
wild-cat insurance concerns.

The Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of Pensacola
Telegrgg Company a%mnnt the Western Union Telegraph Com-

U.S.,pp. 8
(!ongraas toregulate commerce with foreign nationsand amongst
the several Bt&&w Const., %ﬂ. 1, Bec. 3.8). and to eag.n tx::mma and

t-roads (Id., 'parngmh ofGibbonst 9 Wh
foalthasn(over been doubted that gden( e

reial intercourse m an element of
commerce which comes witbin t.he r

power of Congr
Post-offices and post-roads are estab mci.htate tha tmnsmission of

Ptret 5f O Homon: Tt ““%’*&%ﬁ“ﬁ:ﬂﬂ"ﬂ“ Tatian, they dhould b
mar the protecting care of thns.ﬂ'ntional Govarnm(gfm SR

I stop here to call special attention to this langunage of the court:

Post-offices and post-roads are established to facilitate the transmission of
nce.

I know of no decision of the Supreme Counrt of the United States
defining a letter to be *‘ commerce.”” It would seem that a letter
is (‘1‘ intelligence’ carried in the mail, or out of the mail I may

18 MAITL “ COMMERCE" OR IS THE POSTAL SERVICE A FACILITY OR INSTRU-
MENT OF “ COMMERCE IN LAW!"

The *‘ commerce*’ grant of power and the ** 1" grant of
power to Con are separateand distinct grants, the first being -
given to re te ‘‘ commerce’’ among the several States and for-
eign nations, and the other—the postal grant—to regulate the
transmission of **intelligence’’ by and through the service,

This is evidently the distinction drawn by the court in this case,
for the court says:

Th tal and merce) th ted t confin h
Pl e o e arn, GE S oMl S EATEY e S
the Constitution was adopted * * * Th were intended for the govern-
ment of the business to whlch they relate at all times and under all circum-
stances.

The court states how these two—*‘both "—powers were “in-
tended ”” to be used—their purpose—for the court in the next sen-
tence says:

As they (these two powers) were intrusted to the General Government for
t.he od of the nation, it is not only the right but the duty of Congress to

it that (1) intercourse among the States and (2) the transmission of
ﬂ&egll_]igenca are not obstructed or unnecessarily encumbered by State legis-
I8 A LETTER COMMERCE?
_ It is plain to me that the * commerce " power of Congress was
intended and is to be used to regulate what is known as *‘ com-
merce '’ and the ‘‘ postal *’ power, a separate and distinct grant,
is ‘“‘intended’’ to be nsed in the ‘‘transmission of intelligence’’
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by way of letters. Or to put it differently, ‘‘ commerce’’ is one
thing and * intelligence *’ is another. Commerce is one thing and
mail another.

Of course Congress can and does permit certain small commodi-
ties to be sent through the mails, but such articles are ‘‘ com-
merce,”’ not ** intelligence,”” not information, not letters.

THE LITTLEFIELD TRUST BILL—DOES IT EXCLUDE TRUSTS FROM THE MATLS?

I have referred to this opinion for the purpose of reminding
Congress that the antitrust bill reported to the House a fewdays ago
b{ the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] omits to use
plain lan.ﬂi‘luaga for excluding from the mails (assuming for the
present this is the intention of the bill, which I doubt) trusts,
combines, momﬁ)oliea, etc.. engaged in the restraint of ‘‘infer-
state ”’ trade. ere is the langnage of this bill, which provides
that these ‘* trusts,” etc., in restraint of interstate trade (not State
trade) ‘‘shall not use the facilities or instrumentalities of inter-
state commerce.”

If this langnage is ““intended” to cover the ‘ postal service "’
as one of the ** facilities or instrumentalities of interstate com-
merce,’”’ I have grave doubts that it succeeds, under the opinion
of the Supreme Court just quoted.

Even conceding that it does, or thatits author honestly intended
this language to cover the postal service and exclude interstate
trusts, ete., described in the bill, from the use of the mails, I
submit that it is better that we say literally what we mean than
use doubtful terms. We can easily do that. We can say the
*“trust,’’ ete. (described in the bill), *‘ shall not use the mails.”

This removes all doubt of the intention of Congress. These
words are plain. They are well understood. Why not nse plain
language? The courts have defined them and Congress has used
them heretofore, for similar words are now included in certain
of our postal laws.

The courts would not be called on to define these words or ex-
plain their meaning.

If the language, ‘‘ facilities or instrumentalites of interstate
commerce’’ is used, delay follows, litigation ensues; and the
courts, already crowded, it is said, must *‘ construe’’ this lan-
Eage and judicially hold that the postal system is one of our

terstate ¢ facilities or instrumentalities,’’ in the face of the fact
already shown in the telegraph case referred to, wherein the
court said:

Post-offices and post-roads are established to facilitate the fransmission of
intelligence. -

The court in this case treats the *‘ commerce’’ power and the
““ postal power ’ of Congress as separate and distinct powers, the
one granted to control interstate and foreign commerce, and the
other to control *‘ the transmission of intelligence > by the use of
post-offices and post-roads.

WHAT DEMOCRATS AND REPUBLICANS DID IN FIFTY-SIXTH CONGRESS.

In the Fifty-sixth Congress, January 3, 1900, I introduced a bill
to regulate trusts. That bill described fully trusts, monopolies,
combines, etc., it proposed to regulate. It covered all concerns,
including persons who undertook to restrain both State or inter-
state tr

This Littlefield bill is confined to interstate trade only.

I discussed my bill thoroughly two or three times in the House.
Both Democrats and Republicans thought so well of this plan as
one of the ways to regulate trusts—both Democrats and Republic-
ans adopted it. They incorporated this provision in an antitrust
bill which passed the House and went to the Senate, where, and
as the Democrats prophesied, it received an untimely death and

rompt burial by the willing hands of Republican Senatorial pall-
gearers, ever faithful to their allies—trusts. [Laughter.]

I now ask, if the Republicans mean to exclude trusts from the
mails, why abandon the plain langnage thus adopted by both par-
ties in the last Congress, that these trusts, ete., *‘shall not use
the mails,”” and adopt the novel, undefined, nnused, indefinite,
and at least donbtful language of * facilities or instrumentalities
of interstate commerce’’ in lien.

It is strange that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLE-
FIELD], who said much in the last campaign in favor of outlawing
trusts, now voluntarily, or under the directions of the President,
who said last fall that he (the President) must be taken as being
sincerely opposed to trusts—that his “‘my words must be taken
at their face value ’—should now use langnage undefined by the
courts and of doubtful meaning if the gentleman from Maine
and the President, or either, really mean to say by that language
“ that the trusts shall not use the mails.”

WHY NOT EXCLUDE SETATE TRUST TRADE FROM THE MATLS?

Assuming that the words *‘ facilities or instrumentalities of
interstate commerce *’ are broad enough on their face for the court
to twist or construe them into meaning or covering our * postal
service’® and that the trusts, ete., described in the bill could not
lawfully use the mails, still trusts, combines, monopolies, etc.,

engaged exclusively in the restraint of ““State’ trade are not
excluded from the mails by this bill, because it applies to ** inter-
state”’ trust trade and not to State trust trade, that is, trades in
restraint of commerce done wholly within the limits of the State.

‘Whereas if all trusts, etc., in restraint of State and interstate
trade were excluded from the use of the mails, the source and the
stream of ‘ commerce,”’ State and interstate, would be stripped
of State trusts restraining State trade and State trusts or inter-
state ** trusts '’ restraining interstate or foreign trade.

‘Why invoke half the power of Congress over our post-roads
and mail? Why exclude only trusts engaged in restraint of inter-
state trade from the mails? Why e half a bite at a whole
cherry? The trade, whether State or interstate, begins within
the limits of some one of the several States or Territories. There
the trust’s seed is planted. There it grows. There it spreads
like a great banyan tree. There State trust trade begins, and
from that trade flows interstate and foreign trade.

‘Why not, then, broaden this bill so as to exclude all trusts, ete.,
from the use of the mails when engaged in State trust trade or
interstate and foreign trust trade, or all three of them?

The bill which I introduced January 3, 1900, in the Fifty-sixth
Congress, and again in the present Congress, December 6, 1902,
clearly covers this unfortunate omissionin the Littlefield bill now
before this Congress, excluding both State and interstate trust
trade from the mails.

Mr. Chairman, the distingnished gentleman [Mr. PALMER]
who now honors me by listening attentively to my remarks
asked yesterday my colleague [Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee]
this question: ** Can Congress prohibit interstate commerce?”’

I will answer the gentleman with pleasure, and say. Yes,
and Congress has done so, and the Supreme Court of the United
States, from the days of Chief Justice John Marshall down to the
days of Chief Justice Fuller, have held that the power to * regsi
late interstate and foreign commerce given to is
and complete in Congress,’” and that Congress, under this power,
can ‘‘ prohibit’ trusts., combines, etc., which ** directly restrict
interstate and foreign commerce.”

Mr. Justice Peckham, for the whole court, in the noted Addy-
ston pipe-frust case, nses the word *‘ prohibit”’ in defining the
extent of this power as to interstate trusts, and that word has
been frequently employed in defining the extent of the power of
Congress to regulate this ontlawed ‘‘ commerce.”

The court in this pipe-trust case affirmed the circuit court of
appealsin this construction of this power (with aslight alteration
of the decree which undertook to enjoin that portion of this
pipe-trust business done wholly within the State of Tennessee,
the headquarters of this concern).

The court confined, in ether words, the operation of the anti-
trust act of June 2, 1880, to the prohibition of all contracts and
combinations in direct restraint of interstate and foreign com-
merce, and distinetly held that this act provides that such con-
cerns are ‘‘ prohibited ” and can be and were prohibited legally
by Congress under this act.

The opinion of the circuit court of appeals was rendered by the
full court—Justices Taft, of Ohio: Lurton, of Tennessee, and Sev-
erens, of Michigan—Mr. Justice Taft speaking for the court.

In reading these two opinions and the cases they cite, you will
immediately see that Congress has the power under this commerce
law to regulate, even to the extent of prohibiting, both interstate
and foreign commerce, and hence we are forced to the conclusion
that Congress can ** prohibit’’ both.

Indeed, Congress has prohibited both, and begun at an early
date; so did the several States before the Constitution.

I cited a number of such Congressional statutesin my speech in
the House June 2, 1900, and reviewed all the authorities, or man
of them, on the subject, two of which I have already cited, and{
would feel honored if the distingnished gentleman [iir. PaLmeR]
would scan that speech, easily found here in the House libra
(RecoRD, vol. 33, appendix, 1st sess. 56th Cong., p. 688). I wi
insert this particular portion of this speech in extending my re-
marks, as follows:

1. The Wilson tariff law of 180 prohibited the importation of convict-made
goods in these words:

‘*That all goods, wares, articles, merchandise, manufactured wholly or in
part in any foreign country by convict labor shall not be entitled to entry at
n.n}'hq{) tthr_\?lport; of the United States, and the importation thereof is hereby
prohibited,” ete.

This gmhlbitm‘y rovision was earried into and is now a part of the Ding-
ley tariff law. Bo, in recent legislation both the advocates of the Wilson
tariff law—the Democrats—as well as of the Dingley tariff law—the Repub-
licans—under its commerce power has the right to prohibit foreign commerce,
and, as I will show later on, interstate commerce, too.

2. The old laws E.mh.i‘bit"mg commerce with France and England, known
as the embargo acts, were held constitutional as a proper exercise of the
commerce power of Congress. They were generally approved and discussed
in the Clark v. Field case (143 1. 8.), where the i(nE?n!e tariff law was
brought into question. Mr. Cooley, on the Principles of &m Constitution,
citing cases at page 70, says the embargo acts were a * constitutional™ exer-
cise of our commerce powers, and adds:

“The power that controls commerce from the very nature of things in-
cludes the power to restrict and limit—to prohibit as to certain things and to
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suspend altogether when, for the time, it seems wise. It is a sovereign
po‘lrer mlnl Eknows no limit.”

n:
“ ‘ﬁ:ie wer to regulate commerce among the several States is granted to
‘p& terms as absolute as is the power to te commerce with for-
eign nations.” (Brown v. Houston, 114 U. 8., 622; tcher v. Kentucky, 141

U. 8., 47.)

8. Congress has prohibited commerce with the Indian tribes even within
the limits of a State and all manner of trade with them except by persons
duly commissioned (act August 15, 1876), and has empowered the dent
to prohibit the in uction of certain articles of commerce into Indian Ter-
ritory (United States Revised Statutes, 2152). Cﬁgrem has prohibited the
exportation of cattle from Indian Territory for o (United States Revised
Btatutes, 2138) and the sale of liquors to ns (Ib., 2139).

These laws haveall been held constitutional, and the power is unquestion-

able.

Chief Justice Taney, in the celebrated License cases (5 Howard, 504), enun-
clates the same doctrine:

“Congress under its general ﬁgwer to regulate commerce with foreign na-
tions may prescribe what articlesof merchandiseshall be admitted and what
excluded, and may, therefore, admit or not, as itshall seem best, the importa-
tion of ardent spirits.”

And in the United States v. Forty-three Gallons of Whisky, ete. (83 United
Btates, 188), it was likewise held that—

*“ Congress under its constitutional
Indian tribes mey not only prohibit the unlicensed introduction and sale of
spirituousliquors in the Indian country, but extend such prohibition to terri-
h)g'ln proximity to that occupied mee Indians.”

United States v. Holiday (3 W , 407) it was held that—

“The circuit courts of the United States have jurisdiction of the selling of
ardent spirits to an Indian under the act of February 12, 1852,

*By that act Congress made it pensal to sell spirituous liquors to an Indian
underthe charge of an Indian agent, although it wassold outside of any Indian
reservation and within the tsof a Btate. The act is constitutional under
the power to te commerce with the In bes.”

@ havo seen from the cases above cited,

in guestion is, on the leading case of Gibbons v. O
Rower to re to interstate commerce is as complete as the power to regu-
te international commerce, and we see that Congress has the power, and
hasexercised it constitu , toactually prohibit international commerce.

Then why should Congress hesitate to prohibitinterstate trust commerce?
It clearly has the power and undertook to exercise it in the antitrust act of

In the recent Pipe case (175 U. 8.) Justice Peckham, for the whole court,

BaYS:

¥‘ﬁ':['h%h Teasons wg.ch mﬂlgtemgt?e %nsadm the framers %f the Co?ls';imti%lo to
repose the power to regu ¢ commerce in Congress do not, how-
ever, affect or limit the extent of the power iteelf.

“Tn Gibbons v. Ogden (supra) the g:warwna declared to be complete in
itself a.tgttlitoscknowledge no limitations other than are prescribed by the
Censtitution.

“Under this nt of power to Congress, that body, in our jud t, may
enact such legigﬁion as may declare void and pm]l‘li’.)it the perfarmance of
any contrdcts between individuals or corporations where the natural and di-
rect effect of such a contract will be, when carried out, to directly, and not
as a mere incident to other and innocent purposes, r te to any substan-
tial extent interstate cormmerce. (And when we of interstate we also
include in our meaning foreign commerce.) ‘We donot assent tothe correct-
ness of the proposition that the constitutional guaranty of liberty to the indi-
vidual to enter into private contracts limits the power of Congress and
pre\f%nm it from ting upon the subjects of contracts of the class
mentioned.

“The power to regulate interstate commerce is, as stated by Chief Justice
M , full and complete in Congress, and there is no limitation in the
t of the power which excludes private contracts of the nature in ques-
ion from the jurisdiction of that body. Nor isany such limitation contained
in that other clause of the Constitution which provides that no person shall
be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process of law.
P - * . *

wer_ to regulate commerce with the

as all our commerce law
(9 Wheaton), that the

* *
“The provision in the Constitution does not, as we believe, exclude Con-
¢as from legislating with regard to contracts of the above nature while in

Eﬁ exercise of ils constitutional rights to regulate commerce among the
States. On the contrary, we think the vision regarding the liberty of the
citizen is, to somse extent, limited by the commerce clause of the Constitu-
tion, and that the power of Congress to regulate interstate commerce com-
prises the right to enact the law prohibiting the citizen from entering into
those private contracts which directly and substantially, and not merely in-
diractly, remotely, incidentally, and collaterally regulate to a greater or less
deqme commerce among the States.

*We cannot go enlarge the scope of thelanguage of the Constitnution regard-
ing the liberty of the citizen as to hold thatit includes or that it was intended
to include & right to make a contract which in fact ined and regulated
interstate commerce, notwithstanding Congress, pmeedlu(i under the con-
stitutional provision givi.ng to it the power to regulate that commerce
prohibited such contracts.” s

‘We then see here, from the latest utterance, that Congress did ** prohibit™
interstate-commerce trust combines, and that such a provision doss not
trench upon that liberty of the citizen the Constitution guaranteea. In the
other two leading cases, The United States ». Joint Traffic Association (171
U. 8., 505) and the Missouri transportation ease (166 U. 8.), the court holds
has the power to prohibit interstate trust commerce which is
interstate commerce.
has prohibited the im ation of adulterated or unwholesome
and other things injurious to health (acts Angust 80, 1600, March
£, 1897) and importation and exportation of diseased cattle (act August
95, ), and interstate commerce in diseased live stock (act May 20, 1884),
and the exportation of slanghtered meat (act March 3, 1501).

5. Congress has prohibited the immigration of idiots, insane eri

ygamists, and Chinese (acts rch 3, 1891, March 3, , Angust 8,

1882, 8,1875). See the authorities touching upon these various actsand

the power of Congress to enforce them in Desty’s Federal Constitution, and

%Trant.gs and Egan on the commerce clause of the Federal Constitution, page

eto,

8. Only a few days ago Congress passed what is known as the Lacey bird
bill, ro‘l%biﬁng thgse:ﬁa and transmission of birds killed in a State prohibit-

eir k g to another State, which, as the author of the bill, the gentle-

man from Iown %{r Lacey], admitted in his & was based upon the
ht of Congress gohibit interstate commerce.

. Con a few days ago passed a bill allowing the States to prohibit the

inta'o{lucgon of conviet- goods in the several States that may refuse

their admission.

8. In 1888, May 22 (RECORD, vol. 02, p. 4553), the House, by vote of 155
44, pnssed a biil prohibiting convict-made goods from being shipped fr
one State to ancther. Our most notable Republicans and Democra

m-

to
om
in that

Comn, supported that measure—Mr. Speaker HENDERSON, President Me-
Kin.{a .Regr;amtauveaﬂmw. Gmrg HoPKINS, CANNON, DALZELI eﬁrown

of Ohio, Dingley, Senator BURROWS, tor Gear, SBenator LODGE, Senator
MAsON, and many leading Democrats. o
Now, in the face of the action of Congress here shown for over a hundred

el R S b Bl i e g
dispute that has the power to prohibit interstate and international
commerce? Fora hundred years Congress has enacted such legislation, and
the court has uniformly upheld such laws.

‘Why, then, should Congress not prohibit interstate trust commerce?

At an early day we passed embargo acts, by which we prohibited
foreign commerce and held up commercial ship lines. ey were
held valid laws under the commerce grant of Congress to ** regu-
late’’ commerce. Mr, Cooley cites some of the courts who upheld
these laws, although the opponents of the laws claimed the
power to “ regulate’” did not include or extend to the ** annihila-
tion ’ of commerce. But in a case from Massachusetts, decided
in 1808 or 1809, the Federal court declared the power went that
far, but the embargo act did not annihilate “all commerce.”
Annihilation was unnecessary even as a war measure.

ANNIHILATION IS A QUESTION OF FPOLICY AND NOT POWER.

In the construction of the McKinley tariff law, the Supreme
Court of the United States, in the case of Field v. Clark (143
TU. 8. Rept.), referred to these embargo and other prohibitory
acts agprovingly, going to show what Congress had done and
could do legally under this power to regulate commerce.

‘We prohibited the importation of convict-made goods under
the Wilson tariff law.

Stvge prohibited the transportation of diseased cattle through the

ates. i

‘We prohibited the importation of diseased goods.

_We prohibited the importation of certain undesirable for-

igners.

‘We prohibited the transmission of liquors to the Indians.

‘We prohibited the use of interstate freight trains without cer-
tain car couplers—to preserve life.

‘We recently prohibited the shipment of game from States pro-
hibiting its killing and shipment—the Lacey law. .

All of these acts, or many of them, I referred to briefly in my
speech of June 2, 1900.

There can be no question about the * extent’ of the power of
Congress to regulate interstate and foreign commerce, and if we
stand by the opinions of the Supreme Court of the United States
we can go so far as to “ prohibit’’ such commerce. Whether we
should prohibit honest commerce is a question of policy and not
of power under these decisions.

But we see the court of last resort has already decided, time
and again, that Congress can *‘ prohibit*’ and that Congress has
legally *‘ prohibited objectionable’’ interstate and foreign com-
merce, and that is the question. That is the issue, plus the en-
forcement of the law as it is and as amended. Thisis as far as
we need to go to remedy this evil.

“TRUSTS"™ ARE OUTLAWS.

I denounce, along with this court and the great mass of the
people of the United States, all trusts, monopolies, corporations,
or other concerns which, or persons who directly restrain State,
interstate, or foreign commerce.

Such business is outlawed by the wish and for the welfare of
the people and for the preservation of the purposes of the Gov-
ernment, which pur]g;es are to encourage and protect each and
every individual within the jurisdiction of this Republic in his
inalienable right of preserving his life, maintaining his happiness,
his liberty, and protecting the high and the low from lawlessly
harming each other.

Monopolies are outlawed by the common law, which has been
defined as ‘* the collected wisdom of ages.”

Mr. Justice Jackson, of Tennessee, soon after the enactment of
the antitrust act of 1820, declared that law to be the common law
broadened in some parts, and I believe Judge Taft thus spoke in
delivering the opinion in the PJEe case.

Monopolies are outlawed by the common law and the statute
law of nearly all if not guite all of the States and organized Ter-
ritories of the United States, including even Alaska.

They have no right to exist, in law or morals. They are con-
trary to both. They cheat, in whole or a part, God’s creatures
out of their own personal chance to live and make a living in the
easiest moral and legal way they can.

I believe in self-ownership and its preservation, personal inde-
pendence, and rectitude of purpose, respecting always conscien-
tionsly and from a moral standpoint the smallest right that is
the right of another.

The trouble about monopolies is they protect their own rights,
if they have any, and absorb, grab, or destroy the rights of others,

L

which is contrary to good morals, and hence contrary to the
oo:l:gmon law and our antitrust statutes and a healthy public
policy.

Mr. PALMER. Mr.Chairman,may Iinterrupt the gentleman?
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The CHATRMAN. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. PALMER. If it were necessary, in order to destroy the
trusts, to destroy all commerce, would you do if?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That question is one in the

extreme. That is unnecessary. It in effect assumes or states
that * trusts ” are “all commerce,” whichIdeny. * Trusts’ are
not legal or moral *‘ commerce.” **Commerce ’ is moral

and not immoral business. “‘ Commerce’’ is legal business and
not illegal business, Trusts in restraint of commerce are
immoral, illegal, and contrary to the common law of the land, the
State la.ws, and the Federal laws on trusts, to the spirit of our
institutions, are in derogation to therights of the people, contrary
to thep of the Government, and therefore fly in the face
of a healthy public policy and hence shonld be and are therefore
outlawed, always have been, and such “ commerce,” if you de-
nominate * {rusts”’ ** commerce,”” should be absolutely destroyed.

And it is begging the questicrn for the gentleman to assume
that we must destroy ** all ’ commerce to strip honest commerce,
if you please, of immoral and illegal commerce—trusts—assuming
for argnment that trusts are ** commerce.”

Limbs are often amputated to save the body, but because a
patient now and then dies as a result of such act it is no use to
stop cutting limbs off,

Again, the gentleman assnmes that all commerce is represented
by the trusts or trusts are all commerce.

This is a confession (1) that there are trusts, and (2) which
¢ Congress”’ can ‘“‘ destroy ’’—a concession that trusts exist, and
a further concession that trusts are in a majority, and, although
an evil because in the majority trusts must survive and honest
commerce remain oppressed, the people starved, and money get-
ting and money holding put above the man who makes honest com-
merce.

It may be true that there are more sinners than saints in a given
community; that the devil is in the majority; and if so, I take
the stand with the minority and insist on whb;gpmg him out. We
have done so on many occasions and protected society.

I agreemth my friend that there are many trusts aud that they

L control ** all commerce,’” and I am reminded by the question
s

asked me of a stanza which as a schoolboy I was required
to parse;
‘Wherever God's le erect & house of prayer,
The devil alwsysmds & chapel there;
And *twill be found, upon examination,
The latter has the largest congregation,

God’s people and the Democrats, gentlemen, I dare say, built

:‘thhi h(Imse of prayer.” The Republicans and the trust the
ic pe L

And from the manner in which the Republicans are adminis-
tering the antitrust laws of this country, the way in which your
Attorney-General is executing them, or rather not executing them,
and the way in which the President is allowing him to execute
them, or rather not execute them, thereis a larger congregation of
trusts—the offspring of Repubhca.msm—m this country control-
ling the welfare of this le, stifling honest trade, honest com-
merce, and honest peo& n ever existed before in the history
of this country. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

ANTITRUST ACT OF JUNE 21, 1890, DRASTIC.

And it is not because the law is not drastic and powerful. Itis
entirely inoffensive unless the Attorney-Gemeral first acts, and
executes, and makes it offensive. It became law without a dis-
senting vote in the House or Senate. Not a single vote against it
on its passage. Both parties supported it.

BOTH PARTIES DOUBTED ITS CONSTITUTIONALITY IN 1800.

Both parties doubted its constitutionality then, but said, “* We
'{rﬂl leave that to the court,’’ notably Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, a Repub-

can,

The court of last resort in powerful opinions has held it en-
tirely constitutional and paid tribute to the lawmakers who
framed it. And I want to say to my good friend from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. PaLmer], whose friendship and society I always en-
joy, that wherever this act of 1800 has been applied to an *‘ inter-
state’’ trust combine that combine has been crushed out of
existence.

FIRST CASE UNDER ACT JUNE 2, 1800,

The first case arose in Tennessee between a coal association of
Nashville and a coal com tgnny of Kent:ncky, known as the Jellico
coal case, reprinted in 46th Tennessee Reports. A preliminary in-
junction was refused by Judge Hammond, a blican, inas-
much as the statute, as he said, was new a.nd the Government
was not required un(iar it to give bond! So, to that extent, that
a “ temporary "’ injunction was refused 4s true, as stated by
Attorney—(}eneral Knox in one of his recent publications; but the

distinguished Attorney—General should have gone further and
gaid on final hearing, had in three or four months after the bill

was filed, a * permanent injunction *’ was granted and this coal
trust crushed; or, to use the language of the gentleman from
Pennsylvania, this coal trust was *‘ destroyed.’”” Yet the honest
coal business survived and is thriving in Kentucky and Tennes-
see, and coal is selling there to-day at $3.50 to $3.75 a ton—and
why? Thelawsareenforced. Ourantitrust statutes are enforced.
The people are on top.

Let me add just here that the fermanent injunction was granted
in this Jellico case after due deliberation, but promptly, by the
late lamented Judge David M. Key, an old Confederate soldier,
and that the distinguished and ah!a United States district attor-
ney who had charge of the case at Nashville was the Hon. John
Rhum, an old Federal soldier, who fought another kind of a battle
in and about Nashville over forty years ag

Here the old Confederaté and Federal soldlar met and, as usunal,
drew blood—not from the people, but from the trusts.

Mr. Chairman, if the present laws were enforced relief wounld
follow, I believe, the act of June 2, 1890, and an antitrust act
incorporated in the Wilson tariff law and continued by the pres-
ent Dingley tariff law being our two antitrust acts.

Not a single suit has been filed under the latter law of which I
have ever heard, and I have industriously investigated the books
and records tosee. NotacasecanIfind. Whyis this? Have we
not ship trusts, international tobacco trusts, and other frusts
nominated in the public press and undlsputed? ‘Why this non-
action?

PUBLICITY SHORT OF THE EVIL TO BE CURED.

agree to your Fublicity Eropomtlon but I want more. Pub-
hmty falls short of the mark; but, oh heavens and earth! How
much more * publicity ”’ do you want than the * publicity ** we
have had to show, for instance, the outrageous lawlessness prac-
ticed in Pennsylvania to-da; & and that, too, in defiance of laws of
that State, which prohibit ﬁe mbination of coal companies and
w that have produced awful conditions of that old
te

‘Why, sir, the Interstate Commerce Commission, in its last re-
port, ‘‘advance sheets,”” page 53, say that *‘ The Le]ngh Valley
Coal Company is a corpomtwn owned by the Lehigh Railroad
Company,” and I may add and charge this railroad owns and
operates this coal company in the face of the constitution of Penn-
sylvania, which sa; that “railroads shall not own or operate,
directly or mdu'ec , coal mines in”’ that State.

The Interstate Commerce Commission incorporates in its re-
port the opinion of Judge McPherson, of the circuit court of the
United States for the eastern division of Pennsylvania, delivered
more than a year ago, January 4, 1902, and is reported in 112
Federal Reporter, 487, in the case of Lehigh Valley Railroad Com-
pany against Rainey and others.

Rainey sued _this “ railroad ” in the State court for discrimi-
nating, in hauling coal, in favor of the Lehigh Valley Coal Com-
pany, but it was transforred to the State court.

The Federal court dismissed the suit, the court finding that
there was only a ** paper of theoretical dlscnmmalnon  'no actual
discrimination or damage done Rainey, because the railroad had
not hauled any coal *‘ except:for its own engmeﬁ” between the
points wherein Rainey alleged

But in the course of the opinion the eourt in alluding to the
coal actually haunled between the two 'pomts for the use of the
railroad’s own engines, said:

This coal was mined by the Lehigh Valley Goal Onmpan .
clesrly pmveci to be the Lehigh Valley Railroad Co '1{9 iﬂeut ot

interest between the two co rpomt.:lonswaaao ]sinth.n.tl seemed i
question )thsa far as its practical effect upon matter at issue was con
camed, al nugbﬂ;c'f couma, the court did not intend to treat as nonexistent
for all 1 distinction between the two separate corporate en-
and not with mere shows, it waacleu-to
the eaaebefore me) the coal com

ond eompany, and
that 11; made no dlfference at all what mw of freight was 1 y charged
the lroa.é com-

by th g uling In essence,
f:a.n mmed,. mrned,. and burned its own ooal and, under such circumstances,
it was correct to eay that a chm'gefor freight would be little

more thnn & bookkeeping entry.

In other words, this railroad (1) owns its own coal mines, (2)
digs its own coal for its own use and the public, (3) loadsitsown
coal on its own cars, (4) hauls it at its own real or ** paper "’ fixed
rate of transportation, (5) hauls this coal on its own road into
Eastern and Atlantic States, fixes its own selling price, an item
being probably its ** paper >’ ratefor haunling, and (6) sells this coal
to a freezing people at from $10 to $14 and $20, through some
agent skulking around the streets of New York and Boston rob-
bing an unoffending people.

Mr. Chairman, I will read the constitution of Pennsylvania,
which prohibits railroads from owning or operating coal mines,
directly or indirectly; yet you see they are now doing so.

This constitution reads thus:

2. No incorporated company, doing the business of a common carrier,

shall, directly or indirectly, prosecute or engage in mini

or manufacturn
articles for transportation over its works; nor shall mlr.?hg company, +

erefara
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or indirectly, in any other business than that of common carriers, or
hold or acq{ﬁm. rreghold or leasehold, or indirectly, gsc'ept
on its business; but an g or

such as shall be necessary for carr,
5 e rodal‘:t]cts of itslminesagd manufac-
n

manufacturin oomi[mnyma carry the
w%%lmrggd t?irir(:c’%gr%?'é::r agent, or emplo e:o any railroad or
. ] ant, '
canal com prny shall be interested, dira%:et];‘ or i dﬁ'egtl?', in th{a furnishing
of ma or supplies to such company, or in the business of transporta-
tion as a common carrier of frieght or passengers over the works owned,
controlled, or worked by such company. o
T dare say that this provision of this constitution was sug-
d by the noted opinion in the Morris Coal Company case by
udge Agnew of the Pennsylvania supreme court, where that
great jurist under the common law broke up a combination of
six coal companies in that State in 1871 or 1872—somewhere
about that time. But the courts are silent in Pennsylvania now,
on trusts and monopolies, as the tomb.

Now, gentlemen, here is ‘‘ publicity”’ of both fact and law;
but chaos, trusts, and insurrection abide and abound in Pennsyl-
vania. Here are the facts found by the Federal court over a year
ago, that this railroad company owned and operated these coal
mines, and here is the constitution which says they shall not do
eiljgler. And yet it is being done in defiance of all law and
order.

This railroad is an ““interstate instrumentality,”” and is hauling,
beyond question, its coal through and out of Pennsylvania into
States along the Atlantic coast in open defiance of the antitrust
act of June 2, 1890, which clearlg applies here, becausgit is an
undisputed fact that this railroad is in a combination with four
or five other railroads, and that they all own coal mines in Penn-
sylvania, operate them, haul the coal therefrom, fix their own
rates of transportation, and sell this coal in other States by and
through their agents, and at a rate that is arbitrary and prohib-
itory, so high is the price.

Yet neither the laws of Pennsylvania nor of the United States
are b"'inﬁ enforced against this unholy combination. The gov-
ernor and State officials of Pennsylvania know of these lawless
acts, yet they act not to prevent or destroy them or these com-
binations, but rather encourage them.

No one can tell me that Mr. Knox, the Attorney-General of the
TUnited States, who was born, reared, and lives in Pennsylvania,
is not familiar with these facts, including the decision of Jud,
McPherson., It is unnatural and unreasonable to ask me or the
American people to believe that he has not turned a deaf ear to
these open charges, to these published facts, to these combina-
tions. On the contrary, it is patent that he has closed his eyes to
the situation, and that he is deaf to appeals to him to enforce our
antitrust laws.

All “ publicity * possible has been given in these mattersthrongh
the press and by parties who swear to the truth of these charges
and have re rly filed them with the Attorney-General, Mr.
Enox. Yet this‘* %nblicity * has not relieved the situation nor
induced or forced the Attorney-General to act.

Here is a letter of Mr. Hearst, of the New York Journal, and a
copy of the petition and other documents which he has filed with the
Attorney-General, Mr. Knox, showing the combination formed
by these several railroads—six, I believe—to control the coal out-
put of Pennsylvania in quantity, cost of tra rtation into other
States, and the price for diggi_.?g, hauling, and selling.

I hope my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr, PAL-
MER] willread these documents, or permit me to read them to him.
They are to be found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of January
16, 1903, page 882. The gentleman will remember also that I had
read here to the House an open letter addressed to the President
from Mr. Hearst again briefly and suceinctly challenging his at-
tention to these combinations, and the failure of Attorney-Gen-
eral Knox to enforce the law., He appealed to the President to
obey his oaths to see that the laws of the United States Govern-
ment are faithfully executed.

The case against these combinations in the shape of a petition
prepared and sworn to by Mr. Hearst have been on file before
the distingnished Attorney-General, Mr. Knox, and therefore the
President of the United States, since the 4th of last October, and
not a single suit has been filed by way of injunction or indictment.

Mr. lf"liLMER. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman yield? .

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. rtainly.

Mr. PALMER. Of these rajlroads of which the gextleman
speaks, if he will permit me, I will say that all except one were
incorporated before the adoption of the constitution of 1873, and
all of them owned their coal lands, and had the right to own them
before that constitution was adopted, and neither the constitution
of the State of Pennsylvania nor any other law could take that
right away from them or violate the provisions of their charters,
or the sanctity of the contracts under which they are doing busi-
ness,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Has not Pennsylvania some anti-
trust laws? Laws against combinations? »

Mr. PALMER. What if we have?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Have yon?

Mr. PALMER. What has that to do with it?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to be informed.

Mr, PALMER. The gentleman is complaining because the
&qtorney-(}aneral of the United States does not do an impossible

ing.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Have you any antitrust laws in
Pennsylvania?

Mr., PALMER. Suppose we have?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 1 sugpose you have, as the gentle-
man does not admit the fact. 'Why doesnot your attorney-general
and l{fsm governor enforce the law against these trusts and break
up this railroad combination under your antitrust laws?

Mr. PALMER. There is no railroad combination and there is.
no infringement of the law, so far us I know.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. With all due deference to my
friend’s statement, here is the oath of Mr. Hearst, sworn to time
and again, published time and again, and in it he shows this com-
bination, and that the papers are filed with the Attorney-General
of the United States, and have been sincelast October. Mr. Hearst
states that the Attorney-General referred them to Mr. Burnett,
United States attorney for the southern district of New York,
and that not one thing has been done in this matter down to the
present time.

Mr. Hearst goes on further and says that the people tried to
form an independent railroad up there, with which to haul the
coal from certain mines. Yet these big railroads combined and
bought the lands away from them before they got the railroad,
and then gobbled up the independent railroad in embryo—I be-
lieve it was the Wyoming or the Wyoming mine—so
that the people in Pennsylvania and the East are again in the
clutches of these five or six railroad combines.

Why, Mr. Chairman, it is just a plain case where * publicity

.does not punish or make officers execute the law.

I do not know when the constitution of the State of Pennsyl-
vania was adopted; but admitting that it is a fact that the rail-
roads of which the gentleman speaks were incorporated before
the constitution was mads, is it not a fact—and a notorious fact—
that this ‘*combination” exists and has been organized in late
years, and every day commits new wrongs, crimes, and misde-
meanors?

Is it not a notorious fact, Mr. Chairman, that this is against
the law—the act of June 2, 1890, and the interstate act? Yet
nothing is done to enforce them by State or national officers.
Mr. Hearst has given all the ““ publicity ” of actual combination
in Federal commerce anybody in the world wants who desires to
enforce the law. He has sworn to his petition; he has filed affi-
davits with it, and he has supported it by certified copies of the
combination, I am informed. Here it is all in the REcorp. You
see the whole statement for yourselves.

I can not take my time nor the further indulgence of the com-
mittee to read this Hearst document. It is published with the
petition and affidavits, etc. The tleman will find this very
interesting reading matter in this REcorp. It is perfectly plain,
however, that he shows a combination of railroads to control the
Pennsylvania coal output, and that the combination isin restraint
of Federal commerce.

Only a few days ago the distinguished gentleman from Ohio,
General GROSVENOR, brou{tﬁht in a resolution—and I hope my
friend now will pay particular attention to what I say—and that
resolution went on fo say that whereas * it is apparent »’ there is
a ** conspiracy to put up the price of coal,” etc., and we immedi-
ately passed the resolution and appointed the committee to go
hence and see about it. This must have been in restraint of Fed-
eral commerce. ‘‘Itis apparent!’” How did it become any more
* apparent *’ to him than it did to the Attorney-General with all
this information before him? What now has the Attorney-
General done?

Mr. PALMER. Oh,itis very cheap and easy tosayin a resolu-
tion that it is *‘ apparent.”

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I took the gentleman from Ohio
at his word when he spoke thus seriously, ;ust as I do the gentle-
man who is now ad ing me, and so did the House when we
heard this resolution read.

Mr. PALMER. The committee has been to Boston?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They have.

Mr. PALMER. And they have investigated?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. They have.
b‘Mlt.,‘i PALMER. And they have not been able to find any com-

ination.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, but I do not read the Boston
sapers in that way. * One of the gentlemen of this committee—I
o not know who it was—said ** that many a man had been hanged
on less testimony >’ than the¥ received up there showing this rail-

road and coal conspiracy. is the Boston paper stated.
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Mr. PALMER. Oh, well, men have been hanged without any
testimony at all.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not know whether it was a
Democrat or a Republican, Mr. Chairman, who thus spoke of the
evidence educed, but the fact remains that one of the members of
the committee, as one or two Republican papers of Boston stated,
said that “men have been hanged on less testimony than that
which they have found,” showing the very thing which Mr.
Hearst swears to as true is true; that is, that these railroads in
Pennsylvania are in a conspiracy not only to own all the coal
lands, but to dig all the coal and haul it all and sell it all, and at
their prices. That is what he char That is what he swears
to, and that is what the Attorney- eral has had in his hands
since the 4th of October, 1902. But what has the Attorney-
General done? What is he—the Attorney-General—doing in this
matter? Nothing we can see or hear.

And yet, Mr. Chairman, here we are junketing a committee all
around the country to find out what Mr. Hearst has already
“ found”’ out through his great enterprise; because of his great
love of country, his great love of the people. Why, I understand
he was elec by many thousands to Congress in his district,
a close district. Thatshowshow close he is to the peoEE. They
have confidence in him, and the testimony that we have from
this investigating committee corroborates what he has charged
for the past four months, when the Attorney-General of the
United States turned a deaf ear to it, who stands palsied and re-
fuses to enforce the antitrust law of 1890, while the people of this
country are freezing for the lack of coal.

Why, I have just been notified that immense cargoes of coal
are coming into this country from foreign countries! You gen-
tlemen said free coal would give mno relief! Don’t you know
that you built your tariff to shut out coal? Didn't you? Didn’t
you succeed? Anthracite coal was on the free list in the Wilson
tariff law, and in 1896 importations rose to 146,000 tons under
that law, while in 1901, under the Dingleylaw, there was only
one ton—a single ton—of anthracite imported.

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, coal wason the free list under
the Dingley law.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, no.

Mr. PALMER. Oh, yes.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will show yon about that.

5 Mr. PALMER. What was the tariff on coal under the Wilson
ill?

Mr, GAINES of Tennessee. Anthracite was free of duty under
the Wilson tariff, and I have a letter of December 5, 1902, from
our-statistician, Mr. O. P. Austin, stating that fact.

Mr. PALMER. I am informed that the duty in the Wilson
bill was 40 cents a ton.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Not on anthracite coal. It was
free. But 40 cents is less than 67 cents a ton, the rate of the pres-
ent tariff law.

Mr. MINOR. I would say to the gentleman from Tennessee
that if 67 cents is a steal, then 40 cents is a steal just the same.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I disagree with the gentleman, at
least to this extent: 40 cents, if that was the rate, was a revenue
rate levied to ran the Government, while the rate of 67 cents was
a rate so high that it prohibits the importation of coal and was
not levied for revenue only, but for revenue, protection per se,
and reciprocity- added, to force reciprocal arrangements which
have never been made.

Anthracite coal, however, under the Wilson tariff act was on
the free list in the fact and in law, and our coal importations rose
from a few tons to about 146,000 tons in 1896, while under the
Dingley tariff importations continned to fall until in 1901 there
was one single, solitary ton imported, and that came from the Do-
mijtion of Canada.

have found, Mr. Chairman, Mr. O. P. Austin’s lefter to me
of December 5, in which he says: * No anthracite coal was sub-
ject to duty under the Wilson act.”” I have not time to read the
whole letter; I will print it in my remarks.

Under the Dingley act anthracite coal was placed literally on
the free list in one part of the bill, way over near the end—
paragraph 5283—over a hundred paragraphs from paragraph 415,
where someone, by an adroit use of language and with great
knowledge of coal, succeeded in making anthracite dutiable.

Mr. PALMER. Oh, no.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am going toprove to the gentle-
man that I am right, as usual. [Applause.] Wait a minute. I
have here a copy of the present tariff law—the act of 1897. Here
is the ostensible * free list” on page 55, and under the heading
‘¢ free list "’ there appears the following:

Paragraph 528. Coal, anthracite, not specia]lu:rovidad for in this act, and
coal stores of American veasels, but none shall be unloaded.

Now, then, over a hundred paragraphs before paragraph 523,
paragraph 415 reads:

Coal, bituminous, and all coals containing less than 92 per cent fixed car-

Sk o GO auih ak i pse SHEOUET & DMt poresn. 15 sats pes ton
B W 'O - Be] Ji
B o o oot T B e EReNAE e e

Now, gentlemen, bear in mind this fact: That there is practi-
cally no coal outside of the United States (and Mr. Austen says
none inside of the United States) which has as much as 92 per
cent of fixed carbon in it, and you can readily see the two sections
combined operate to tax anthracite coal imported, because coal
“ with less’’ than 92 is taxable at 67 cents per ton.

Hence it was that Mr. Moody, late a member of this House, and
now our distingnished Secretary of the Navy, denounced the duty
on anthracite as having been placed in t.hev%ingla}' tariff act ““in
a cowardly and sneaking way."’

Paragraph 415 levies a duty of 67 cents if the anthracite con-
tains *‘less ”’ than 92 per cent fixed carbon, and as there is prac-
tically no anthracite coal in existence in foreign countries con-
taining 92 per cent of fixed carbon, hence the great bulkof foreign
anthracite coal must contain ** less’’ than 92 per cent, and hence
if brought to the United States must pa.fy this duty of 67 cents

ton. In other words, there being no foreign anthracite coal
ving as much as 92 per cent fixed carbon, it must necessarily
have *‘less’’ than 92 per cent fixed carbon, if it has any, and if
it has ““less,’”” under paragraph 415 of the Dingley tariff act, it
must pay 67 cents per ton, but if it has as much as 92 per cent
fixed carbon, under paragraph 523, it is duty free.

Mr, Austin in this letter to me states that the anthracite coal
in the United States ranges from 80 to B%i})er cent fixed carbon,
and further shows that there are a few Welsh coal mines pro-
ducing anthracite containing 82 per cent fixed carbon, but I am
satisfied that the customs officers would, in practice, hold as du-
tiable even this coal, which barely contains 92 per cent and a
little over of fixed carbon, and I am informed that the customs
officers did so hold and tax the little anthracite that was im-
ported previous to our coal famine, but that Mr. Secretary Shaw,
to relieve the coal situation in the East, nullified this anthracite
tariff and let the coal in free.

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. So that by the law saying that
coal shall be free in aph 523, and saying in another para-
graph, 415, that it shall pay a duty if it contains *“less’’ than 92
per cent fixed carbon, when there is no such coal in existence,
practical‘gimakes anthracite coal necessarily dutiable.

Mr, PALMER. If the gentleman will come up to my country,
I will show him a good many thousand acres of land containing
coal that has over 92 per cent of fixed carbon.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to say to the gentleman
that Mr. Austin says that the Geological Survey reports that the
anthracite coal in the United States has less than 92 per cent of
fixed carbon init and thatit ra;;%ea between 80 and 87 per cent.”

Mr. PALMER. You are mistaken about that.

Mr, GAINES of Tennessee. Here are the wordsof Mr. Austin:
‘*According to the office of the Geological Survey, the fixed car-
bon contained in anthracite coal ranges from 80.87 to 87.98 per
cent.”” Thatismyauthority. If there is any mistake, then there
are two Department public officials publishing the mistakes.
Now, I want to ask my friend if he voted for the bill taking the
tariff off coal the other day?

M;. tI_;ALMEB. Suppose I did; what does that have to do
with i

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did you do that? I would like
to know if youn did that one good act?

Mr. PALMER. If I did, what would that have to do with it?

Mr. GAJXfEE of Ti?ﬁmtﬁ All)l],ithere is 91.: 1?m:tlt-mzn:l of talk and
a parvam of do wi e Republicans on this subject against
trusts. [Laughter and applause.] 3

There is a great amonnt of palaver all over the country about
the trusts. Your Pregident last fall begged the American people
to take his words at their * face value,” but when he comes
to the White House, Mr. Hearst loads him and his Attorney-
General, Mr. Knox, down with proof of a whole lot of interstate
trusts and combines controlling coal; they both sit by with arms
akimbo, in front of warm fires made of trust-dug coal, trust-
hauled coal, trust-owned coal, trust-sold coal—all paid for by the
people’s money—while the people are freezing on the outside,
pointing to those who are Egjlt}' of this ecriminal denial of coal,
and yet the President and his Attorney-General refuse to prose-
cute their oppressors when they have the power and it is their
duty to do so.

But more; even after the President had told Congress, what
we all really knew, that free anthracite coal would relieve the
““coal crisis,” weeks and weeks before coal was relieved
of a robber tax, and then, when the e were freezing here in
Washington and elsewhere, the Republicans reluctantly abated
the tax for a year only, at the same time saying ** that this law
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would give no relief, that no coal wounld come here with the duty
on or off.”’
But, thank Heaven, ship loads of foreign coal are daily coming

to our shores and relieving the people. The Democratic party
if T voted

and the Lord are on the people’s side, as nsual.

Mr. PALMER. Thegentlemanasked me a while a,
for the bill taking the duty off coal. I guess I did. I always
vote with the gentleman from Tennessee when he votes right,
which is seldom.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am glad you did. That which
is right is done on your side of the House, but it is not often.
But even in this case the Republicans were whipped into action
by the demands of the Democrats who represen the appealing
masses on the ontside and not until then.

I am very glad that my friend has confessed that he voted for
this measure, even though he had to guess at what he did. I
want to preserve in the Recorp, as without alcoholic effect, any-
thing which the Republicans here in Congress do for the good of
the whole country. I do not have the chance often.

Now, does the gentleman state that we can find anthracite coal
in his country showing 92 per cent fixed carbon?

Mr. PALMER. ¥Yes; more.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you mean to say that there is
anthracite coal outside of this country, in any amount, having 92
per cent fixed carbon in it?

Mr. PALMER. In Luzerne County, Pa., it shows more, and
that county is in the United States, as I understand it.

Mr. G of Tennessee. Outside of the United States, I
asked. I want to get the gentleman to where thetrouble is. We
did not prohibit anything in Pennsylvania. Iwishthe Democrats
could. The trouble is up there that we can not prohibit anything
bad. [Laughter.] I wish we conld, because it would make you
a good people and keep you out of a constant state of revolution
up there. [Laughter and applause.g My question was with ref-
erence to coal outside of the United States having 92 per cent fixed
carbon, and not coal in Pennsylvania.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I had just reached
Wales in my argument [laughter], and I really want now to
get to print with my remarks these letters which I have here,
showing l%ﬁﬁet cent of carbon in Welsh coal and in our coal.

The C. MAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent——

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, I would like to have five minutes
just to finish this matter.

Mr. PALMER. I hope the %entleman will be allowed to finish
his interesting discussion, and I ask unanimous consent that he
may have five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks

‘unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Tennes-
see may be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After
a pause.| The Chair hears none.

.G ESof Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman, hereisaletter,
including others, dated December 5, 1902, addressed to me by
0. P. Austin, chief of the Bureau of Statistics, and I want to read
it for the information of the gentleman, and insert the inclosure

in the RECORD:
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS,
Washington, December 5, 1902,
Hon. J. W. GAINIR,
1325 G street NW., Washington, D. C.
SIm: Since writing the letter to the Journal Company, Crawfordsville, Ind.,
& copy of which is inclosed, I have ascertained the fo! information

with r t to per cent of carbon contained incertain classes of SBouth Wales
an coal:
Analyses of South Wales anthracite coal.
Per cent Per cent
District. of carbon. District. of carbon.

H. W. Hughes's Text-book of Coal Mining, 1806, reports SBouth Wales coal
near Swan:g; &5.556 per cent, s‘::\d other Sovlrlﬁx Y%os coal generally, %0.39 per
t bon.
ce?&o?;rding to the office of the Geological Burvg;, the fixed carbon con-
tained in American anthracite coal ranges from 80.87 to 87.98 per cent.

I m&uﬂl ]
Vacy. ¥ 0. P. AUSTIN, Chief of Bureau.
MEMORANDITM.
Dm-% the four months ending with October last, the anthracite coal free
of duty imported was 18,206 tons; value, $35,634¢. The imports of anthracite

vmalu gﬁ?‘u to be subject to duty during the same period were 81,703 tons;
v Lkl
The rate of duty collected is 67 cents ton, th bituming
coal, if not slack m!r such as wﬂ? pag:rthr hesmh‘gﬁ-glgt;?wmn. OC?':
the latter the duty is 15 cents per ton. Iam unable at present to state just
ot s b soleced g e oy monli it bl
pro a it ean on
ton has been collec: ) 5 gty

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, WAU or S&gﬁs’rlcs,
i 22, 1902,
The JOURNAL COMPASX RO =

NY.
Crawfordsville, Fad.
S1rs: In response to your favor of the 16th instant to the Secretary of the
pTressul e fl;{ior:;:erred to this office, with respect to imported coal, I have to re-
¥.l_'he Wilson tariff act went into effect August 28, 1894, and the Dingley
tariff act July 24,1897.¢ During this period covered by the two acts, as
nearly as the year ¢ nds to it, the imports of anthracite coal
ggﬁo consumption, returned to this Burean by collectors of customs, were as

W
Anthracite coal.
Year ending June 30— Tons. | Value.
UKDER WILSON ACT.

s $204, 627
345, 964
202,923
14,804
2,686
628
6
2,006

No anthracite coal was subject to duty under the Wilson Aect, and col-
lectors have returned none as subject to duty under the Dingley Act, except
a few tons during the current 1 year not shown above.

Iam unable to inform you how much foreign anthracite coal contains
more than 92 per cent of fixed carbon, nor am I able to inform you to what
extent the tariff benefits the coal trust, nor why the clavse with respect to
the }pomentago of earbon, which makes anthracite coal dutiable, was inserted
in the Dingley law.

It will be impossible to state whether the Welsh coal, mentioned in your
letter as on the wut; to this country now, will have to pay duty untilif haa

1 appraized at the ports into which it may be ir:t:l‘p(‘.lrl:ﬁ.wll.r

The first importation of dutiable anthracite coal reported by collectors to
this Bm-n]z]m was during the month of SBeptember last. The amount was
very small.

Very respectfully, J. N. WHITNEY,
Acting Chief of Bureauw.
TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
BURBAU OF STATISTICS,
Washington, December 5, 1002,
Hon.J. W. GATNES, M. C.,

House of Representateves, Washington, D. C.
S1r: Th on will pardon the delay in sending you the matter which I
}'Uster('l.u&y %Izgﬁyn.wd shc;-)un.ld reach you );)cfora noonytoo-ﬂsy. Aaligrh‘: delay

oceurred by reason of the fact that some new matter regar the percent-
age of carbon contained in certain South Wales anthracite had just be-
come availeble, and you will find it in the accompany: statement.

Iam sorry that I am unable to give you the impor
conl by months prior to July, 1897, I now recall that I found, on taking
charge of the Bureau in May, 1567, that anthracite coal was not stated sepa-
rately in the monthly publications of the Bureau, but mﬂtiin its annual pub-
lications, and I gave instructions that inning with the fiscal year then
just at hand ant te should be separately stated in each month as well as
annunlly. Our printed reports, therefore, only state the total importation
of anthracite anmnally down to July, 1597, and’ monthly as well as annually
sinee that date. I therefore give you a table showing the monthly figures,
beginning with July, 1597, and a page from one of our printed volumes giv-
ing the annual figures as tar as 1882,

Very ully, O. P. AUSTIN,
Chief of Bureau.

tions of anthracite

Imports of anthracite coal into the United States from June 1, 1897, io Decem-
ber 31, 1898, by months. el

Months.b

Tons. | Value.

§.523
'243

a Anthracite coal free under Wilson Act.
b No monthly record of imports of anthracite coal prior to July, 1897,
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Fmports of anthracite coal into the United States, ete,—Continued.

Months, Tons. | Value.

December
Twelve months ended December 31 covuueceecaaaannn 8,149 8,609

0. P. AUSTIN, Chief of Bureau.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS,

December 5, 1902,

Mr. Chairman, the impartial eye, at a mere glance at the letter
of Mr. Austin and the exhibits fo if, can see that for all practical
purposes there is no anthracite coal in the United States, or ont-
side of the United States, which contains 92 per cent of fixed carbon,
and that the customs office, as I stated, would resolve all doubts
against the foreign anthracite coal from Wales, and did do so last
summer, and exclude it.

You can also see that whoever drew these two coal paragraphs,
Nos. 415 and 523, knew all about coal, the carbon in if, and what
he was doing.

He knew that there was practically no coal that could come up
to the standard of 92 per cent of carbon, and thatif the latter was
so drawn as to tax it if it contained ““less’’ than 92 per cent,
practically all anthracite would pay 67 cents tax per ton.

This legislative operation was skillful, It takes a skilled sur-
geon to cut a limb off without the loss of blood. A butcher
means to draw blood andloseit. You donot hear the sharp knife
of the surgeon splitting flesh, but you do hear the blow of the
butcher with a broadax. So it was unknown at the time the
Dingl:gﬂlaw was being framed, to many members of Congress at
least, that this tax was imposed.

Its repeal a few days ago is a confession that anthracite coal
was not on the * free list*’ and was dutiable.

FREE LIET TO KILL TRUBTS.

Mr. Chairman, a few words more and I am done. It is con-
tended by my friend from Pennsylvania and many other Repre-
sentatives, at least those members in favor of the trusts and com-
bines, that in destroying the trusts you destroy ‘‘ commerce.”” I
maintain, in destroying the trusts you destroy dishonest com-
merce and leave honest commerce to prosper as it did before the
days of trusts and combines, the ontgrowth of protective tariff
and the nonenforcement of our antitrust laws.

‘When General Garfield, a distinguished Republican and once a
member of this House, and still later elected President of the
United States, wanted to crush the salt monopoly, he said, put
salt on the free list. A monopoly, he said, was making salt in
New York and selling it in Canada—just across Lake Ontario—a
dollar a ton less than the same salt was being sold to the people
in New York and the United States. He said that they trans-
ported it from the United States to Canada, paying the cost of
transportation, insurance, license, wharfage. all the expenses, and
then sold the salt at less than they did to our own people. He
denounced, and c{vmperly, such commerce, such an immoral and
un-American and unjust act.

He was not alone in this denunciation, for by his side stood a
distinguished Representative from the State of Maine, at that
timea resentativein this House, Mr. HALE, now Senator HALE.
He, too, denounced this salt monopoly in no uncertain terms, in-
deed, in the most vigorous language, and insisted that salt be put
on the free list.

Here is no mean authority to cite in favor of the position the
Democrats take to prevent trustsand combines from being formed
hereafter and to destroy unlawful commerce that now exists in
the United States.

But I now cite my friend from Pennsylvania and the committee
to a most notable example of where a monopoly was crushed and
thereafter the legitimate business of making quinine continued.
“You will remember when quinine was selling at $5 and $10 an
ounce that a distingunished quntuck:ian. Mr. McKenzie, a Demo-
crat, said ‘‘put quinine on the free list.”” It was done. The
quinine monopoly was crushed, but the legitimate quinine busi-
ness continued and prospered, and does to-day, and the people all
over this country can now buy guinine for half—yes, at 25 and
50 cents an ounce. We have a legitimate, honest, prosperons
quinine business, and not the illegitimate, dishonest, prosperous
;:u:umne monopoly denying the people this most valunable med-

cine.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleinan from Tennessee
has expired.

XXXVI—97

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee., Mr. Chairman, I thank the com-
mittee for the great courtesy they have extended. [Loud ap-
plause.]

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. SPERRY having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate
had passed without amendment bills of the following titles:

5 E}[Tea% 12316. An act granting an increase of pension to Weden

H. R, 8650. An act for the relief of the estate of Leander C.
McLelland, deceased;

H. R. 9360. An act for the improvement and care of Confeder-
ate Mound, in Oakwoods Cemetery, Chicago, Ill., and making
an appropriation therefor;

H. ﬁ 5288, An act for the relief of the heirs of Mary Clark and
Francis or Jenny Clark, deceased, and for other pu.r;iloses: and

H.]Ig. 288, An act for relief of the Christian Church of Hender-
son. Ky.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol-
lowing resolutions:

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow of the death of
the Hon. JAMES McMILLAXN, late a Senator from the State of Michigan.

Resolved, That as a_mark of respect to the memory of the deceased the
business of the Senate be now suspended to enable hisassociates to pay proper
tribute to his high character and distingunished public services.

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House
of Representatives.

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect at the conclusion of these ex-
ercises the Senate adjourn. i

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 11858. An act for the relief of William E. Anderson.

H. R. 1147. An act for the relief of the First Baptist Church of
Cartersville, Ga.

H. R. 16333. An act to change and fix the time for holding dis-
trict and circuit conrts of the United States for the eastern divi-
sion of the eastern district of Arkansas.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the
following title:

8. 342, An act for the relief of the heirs of Aaron Van Camp
and Virginius P, Chapin.

SENATE BILL REFERRED,

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title
was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to its appropri-
ate committee as indicated below:

S. 6973. An act authorizing the city of Nome, a municipal cor-
poration organized and existing under chapter 21, Title I1I, of an
act of Congress approved June 6, 1900, entitled **An act making
further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and for
other purposes,” to construct a free bridge across the Snake River
at Nome City, in the Territory of Alaska—to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr., Chairman, during the last
campaign we heard a great deal about Republican prosperity
caused by the Republican tariff, which, in its turn,’had caused an
increase of price for American manufactured goods. thereby en-
abling the American manufacturer to pay to American labor a
high wage if he wanted to. I believe I make a fair statement of
the contention on the stump by Republican campaign orators dur-
ing that contest, and perhaps by the gentleman from Connecticut
[Mr. HirLL] himself.

It was therefore with much wonder and astonishment and some
degree of sympathy that I heard the gentleman from Connecticut
this morning demolish the entire theory upon which his party
had won the last fight. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr.
Hirl] was either trying to say something, or he was trying to
say néthing. He was either trying to pick flaws in the mere
accuracy in details of figures and classification in a Democratic
campaign book, or else he was taking them as true and building
up an argunment upon them.

The former horn of the dilemma I shall not consider, because
I know the gentleman’s frankness too well to think him capable of
mere carping. I shall therefore take it for granted that he meant
something, and if he meant Anything at all, in producing words
and figures, he meant to produce them fairly, and he meant them
to mean what he said they meant, and that was this:

That, so far from the Republican tariff having increased prices,
thereby enabling the Republican manufacturers to pay American
labor better prices—provided, of course, they were willing to

L




1538

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 31,

pay them, an impossible supposition—the truth was that articles
upon the free list have advanced more in price than articles upon
the protected list, and therefore, according to the Republican
theory, people who were producing articles on the free list earned
more money for their products and were thereby enabled to pay
better wages than protected manufacturers producing protected
articles. provided, of course, the manufacturers made richer were
willing to pay more.

That is not all, Mr. Chairman. I think it is time we were find-
ing out whether some other Republican ideas are fallacies or not.
The gentleman from Connecticut did not E;'odnce quite a fair list,
becauss of course the gentleman knew that anthracite coal was
not upon the free list.

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman pardon me?

Mr, WILLTAMS of Mississippi. I refuse to take it for granted
now that the gentleman did not mean what he said.

Mr, HILL. The gentleman says I was not fair in my quota-
tion, but does the gentleman state that I did not quote accurately?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman t&uoted per-
fectly accurately—I did not mean to say that he did not quote
fairly. I was not paying attention to my words. I mean the

ntleman did not properly take his figures, and that he did not

lieve in his figures, not in his conclusion from them.

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is perfectly easy to go around and take
up a figure here and a figure there and make fignres prove almost
anything. Somebody said figures never lie, but Macaulay said
that figures were the only facts that could nearly always lie—it
depended on who used them. Now,my friend has selecfed a list
of articles, . -

Mr. HILL. The gentleman from Minnesota means to be fair?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, certainly.

Mr. HILL. Did I not take every article in the entire free list
furnished in the Democratic campaign text-book? Did I not take
every article upon the free list without exception?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; but not every one which
was taken as npon the protected list. [Apslause.] You did not
arrive at any average down the line. And when you took the
figures given by the Democratic campaign book as fo articles on
the free list, you took at least three articles, as I recollect, about
which the Democratic ca.mtgmgn book had made a mistake—an-
thracite coal for one—and the Democratic campaign book is not
to be blamed for making a mistake about anthracite coal being
on the free list, because the President of the United States him-
gelf, who lives so strenuous a life that he ought to find out every-
thing, did not find out, until after he had made a campaign speech
to the contrary, that there was a duty on anthracite coal. The
Secretary of the Navy also announced in a public speech that an-
thracite was on the free list. The Dingley bill reads at first blush
as if anthracite coal were free, but it bore until the other day a
duty of 67 cents. Itreads at first blush as if kerosene oil, out
of which the great Standard Oil Company has been formed into

almost a monopoly, were also upon the free list.

*  But I know it is not, and the gflntleman from Connecticut
knows that it is not. The Dingley bill, on the contrary, imposes
practically a very high protective tariff npon oil, becaunse if says
that it shall be free, except when coming from countries which
levy a duty npon oil imported to their shores; and about the only
country in the world that makes oil for export, except the United
States, is Russia, and it nn{mses an abnormally high import duty
upon oil, and therefore we levy in return an abnormally high im-
port duty upon the only sort of oil we can import.

Binder’s twine has the same kind of a provision-in the Dinﬁley
bill, so that it could not be said to be altogether upon the free list

Now, I am going to take some figures which I am going to se-
lect for exactly the opposite purpose, and perhaps the two exhibits
taken together may answer one another. I want totake the very
sheet from which my friend from Connecticut read. I turn to
wire nails. I find here, first, that the gentleman’s guotations of
prices is literally correct; but the gentleman will excuse me for
reminding him that he took as a starting point the high mid-July

ice of 1806, when nails were at an abnormally high price, and
E:i'ora the formation of the trust which the gentleman argues
could not have controlled the prices.

Now, then, everybody knows that a trust starts off by lower-
ing prices in order to drive competitors out of business, and after
this trust was in control it lowered its prices for two years, until
it had almost a monopoly of the American market, and after that
the price increased regularly up to 1902, as these figures guoted
by t.ll)le gentleman show. Now, then, if the gentleman, instead of
starting with the year before the Dingley tariff bill was brought
in. will start with the year upon which that bill went into oper-
ation and had its effect, he will find a steady increase in the price
of these wire nails, So his argnment against the power of trust
and tariff artificially to raise prices falls to the ground.

But, talking about the products of the steel trust, let us refer

to some more of these articles: Anvils, Peter Wright's, 1897,
$0.1025; 1902, ibid. Angles, per 100 pounds at tide, 1857, $1.20:
1902, $3.75. Axes, first %u-ﬂglity and best brand, 1897, $5.25; 1902,
§7; other brands quoted from Hardware, 1897, $4.75, but in 1902,
$6.50. Barbed wire, galvanized, 1897, §1.90; 1902, $3.10. Chains,
1897, 86.60; 1902, 88. Pigiron, 1897, $10; 1902! $14.65. Pig iron,
Foundry No. 1, 1897, $12.75; 1902, $16.75. Steel rails, 1897, $25;
1902, §28. Steel billets at Pittsburg, 1897, $15.90; 1902, $27.50.
Steel beams at tidewater, 1897, $1.70; 1902, $1.75. Steel bars at
tidewater, 1887, $1.05; 1902, $1.70. Shovels, Ames No. 2, 1897,
$7.93; 1902, §9.12. Tin plates, 1897, $3.50, and in 1902, $4.19. All
ﬂ—lsgi are subject to the prices dictated by the present steel

_Then I come to barbed wire, which the farmer must use all the
time, which has risen from $2.02 in 1896 and $1.90 in 1897 to §3.10
in 1902, over 50 per cent.

* I might add, controlled by other combines:

bBooéa, per dozen, in 1897, $16; in 1901, $18; and sold cheaper
abroad.

t‘é"?}iba pine boards, at Buffalo, in 1897, sold at $16; in 1902,
at $25.

I might add indefinitely, in nine cases out of ten supporting my
contention and disappointing the wish—father to the conclusion—
of the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HinL], other articles of
iron and steel.

To show that it is the tariff and trust price and not the natural
and normal price of these tariff-protected and trust-monopolized
goods which has risen, every article—plows and harvesters and
;eaffrs and cotton gins and cotton-mill machinery—all virtually
in the same category—are sold nearly at the 1897 price abroad and
at the enhanced price at home.

Now, as to anthracite coal. Like the genfleman, I will not
come down to the price at this time, because, to take the last
price would not, Ithink, be dealing fairly with this question. But
the price rose during the entire period—even excepting last
year——

Mr. HILL. I stated distinctly that in making the average I
excluded anthracite coal, because I did not think it fair to incinde
it, and that if I had put it in it would have made the advance on
free-list articles 74 per cent instead of 26 per cent.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But I said a moment ago that,
like the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hiry], I would not in-
clude it, because it was not upon the free list and because its in-
clusion would have proved the opposite of what he said it would
have proved if he had included it. That is the difference.

Now, let us take the subject of horse nails. I heara great deal,
Mr. Chairman, now and then about ** protecting American labor ?
and how *‘American labor* is ‘ protected ”* by a tarifi—all fol-
derol on both sides, as every informed man knows. Take a black-
smith, for example, or take a bricklayer. How in the name of com-
mon sense does the American tariff make the wages of a black-
smith or bricklayer larger than the wages of men in similar pur-
suits in Europe? And yet they are greater.

I will tell you the only way in the world in which the tariff af-
fects the American blacksmith. It makes him pay about 40 per
cent, I believe it is, more for his nails than the same American
company, making the same nails, sells them for to his British
cousin in London and in the other towns of Gireat Britain and
upon the continent of Europe. Horse nails went up in price
during the Dingley tariff period from 0.09 to 1.05 cents. Steel
rails went up from $25 to $28, beginning with 1897, after the
Dinglaﬁ?t went into operation.

BMr. L. Is the gentleman not mistaken? Steel rails re-
mained at §28 straight through, according to Democratic authority.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, they did not.

Mr. HILL.. AsIremember. I have not the figures.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman is again mis-
taken. In 1896 steel rails were, it is true, $28.

Mr. HILL. What were they in 19027

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let me continue. When the
trusts had taken hold of them, they drove down the price of rails
to alilsags out competitors, but steel rails rose from 518 in 1898 to §28
in s .

Mr, HILL. Just exactly what they were in 1896.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes.

Mr. HILL. And are to-day the same price.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; but they ought to be

very much below that. -
: . Will the gentleman explain the effect on steel rails
of the tariff or the trusts?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am going to prove to the
gentleman that they onght to down where they were in 1897,
viz, $25, when the tariff began to have effect, or in 1898, viz, §18
when the trusts began to have effect. I have here the testimony
of President Charles M. Schwab. He admitted to the Industrial
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Commission last May that in May, 1901, steel rails were exported
at an average price of about $23 a ton, when the domestic price
was §26 and 828, a difference of from $3 to $4, and the foreign
price now being the American price of 1897 and less by $2.

Now, Mr. Chairman, it frequently happens that the tendency
of a law is counteracted by the general trend of events. It fre-
guently happens that although the trend and tendency of a pro-
tective tariff law are to enable a manufacturer to charge more to
the consumer than he otherwise could, the real effect {rom other
cause is that his prices are driven down somewhat, but that he is
still enabled to get more than he could have gotten if the tariff
law were not in operation.

Whenever a man is able to pay freight 8,000 miles across the
Atlantic and still sell rails there at $28 and $24, that is a proof
that that is the normal price for steel rails, plus freight, un-
less you take the position that the manufacturer sells rails at a
loss. But they have been doing this, according to Mr. Schwab’s
testimony, not upon one particular occasion to get rid of a sur-
plus, but for six years, and men do not carry on that sort of move-
ment for that length of time simply to amuse themselves.

Mr. Chairman, a tariff law that fails to raise prices has failed
of the purpose of the law. A trust that fails to raise prices or
else to lower the wages of labor, one of the two, has failed of the
purpose of the organization of a trust. A trust is formed not for
a philanthropic purpose, not for the amusement of the various
corporations that enter into if, but for the plain business reason
of making money.

Now. there are only these methods in which an aggregation of
corporations can make more money in the production of a given
commodity than one of the corporations by itself could have made;
they must make it by %?tting their wages for less, or by employ-
ing fewer laborers, by being able to present a consolidated front
to the demands of labor when labor wants increased wages, or
else by their power to decrease wages. That is one way. An-
other way is to control the price of the raw material, which must
sell in an approximately monopolized market. A third way is to
raise the price to the consumer by artificial means higher than
the natural and normal demand and supply price in the market,
and therefore take in more money.

Now, there is no other way under the sun, except to raise
prices, reduce the price of labor or reduce the volume of labor,
or control the price of raw material in an approximately monop-
olized market. Sometimes they merely decrease the volume of
labor. How? Why, there is a factory in the town of my friend
from Connecticut [Mr. HiLL], there is another in the town of my
friend from Virginia, and there is another in the town of my
friend from (Georgia, one man carrying on each business in the
same line, :

The trust is then formed. They close down the Georgia and
the Connecticut plant and keep them idle, throwing out of work
all the locally employed people, and continue their work with an
increased volume of iness and a decreased aggregate of labor
at the other two plants. In this event, the consclidation makes
money by decreasing the number of employees and plants. In the
other cases supposed the processisself-evident. Now,unlessaman
takes the absolutely insane position that these t combinations
of corporations are made for philanthropy or for fun, or just for

astime, he must admit that they are formed to make money, and

e must admit that they can not make money in any other than in
oneof the ways that I have indicated. They must do one of those
things or else they must fail of their purpose. If so,all trusts
must be bad trusts, and there can be no * trusts.”” Their
purposes are bad, and contrary tosound public policy. Now and
then one, of course, fails of its purpose.

But what I want to %g at to-day is this: It seems to me that
my friends npon the Republican side are shiffing too much.
They used to tell us long ago that the object of a protective
tarifi—I used to express'it by saying that the object of a protec-
tive tariff was a sort of eleemosynary object to tax the t
body of the consumers in order that more prosperity might be
given to American manufacturers in order to hothouse into im-
mwediate and artificial prosperity certain industries at the expense
of the general consumer, diverting American capital from natu-
rally unprofitable channels to channels made profitable by legisla-
tion and with capital, its attendant, labor; but onr Republi
friends used to answer that by saying, ** This is but a slight tax.
The peaple onght to bephilan pic and patriotic and ‘ national’
enough to enable America to have her own man , and
in order to do it the American manufacturer ought to be putin
possession of the home market.” ‘

Now, during the last campaign they told us that the American
manufacturer was already in possession of the home market and
that he was marching on “ conquering and to conquer.’”” Then
- when we said, ** Then you have accomplished your object,” they

said, ‘‘Oh, no; we want now to tax the American consumer in

order to put the manufacturerin on of the foreign marke?,
to fix it so that while he perhaps levies a higher price within his
protected field npon the American consumer he may sell a great
volume of goods at a living rate to the foreigner, and thereby
gra.dlgally take possession of and conquer ‘the markets of the
world.”*’

Now, what I want my Republican friends on the other side of
this aisle to do is this: I want them to line themselves up on some
sort of a theory, either the old Henry Clay theory of *‘ protecting
infant industries;’’ and then we will object to these gray-haired,
brawny-armed fellows whonot only own everything around them,
but are selling to South Africa and to Great Britain herself.

They must either take that position or they must take the -
anthropic and patriotic pretense position that the balance ofp the
community can * well afford’ to tax itself “‘a little’’ in order
that ‘‘America may su her own manufactures,’ or they
must take the ** Vanderlip theory,” that we are going to keep up
the protective tariff *‘ in order to conquer the foreign field,” or ﬂ:iy
must take the ‘* Hill theory,” that things upon the free list ad-
vance more rapidly inprice than things upon the protected list,
and therefore furnish more money out of which to pay American
labor. I do not care which you take, but take one or take the
other. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Why, even a Demo-
crat can not shoot in more than one direction at the same time.
[Langhter.] -

Mr, WM. ALDEN SMITH. And then hecan not hit anything.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And then he likes to know
where his enemy is, so as to know if he has anything to shoot at.
Now, my friend from Connecticnt [Mr. HiLL] would be the last
man in the world to contend that a comparison between goods on
the free list on one side and goods upon the protected list upon
the other side can be arrived at in any other way than by talki
the entire volume of one and the entire volume of the other an
then taking the average price upon each during a period of some
considerable time. I do not care where it is, gentlemen, but
wherever there is an article upon the free list a trust approxi- -
mating a monopoly in that article can not be formed, except in
so far as the company may be protected by international freight
rates. It can not be formed.

Gentlemen say that there are trusts in Great Britain. If they
mean by that that there are combinations of capital and aggrega-
tions of corporations, yes, of course, as there are everywhere, but
therehasnever been formed the thing that we are fighting. ** The
thing we call a rose by any other name would smell as sweet.”
‘We know what we are fighting. We are fighting these great
aggregations of corporate power which succeed in mon 1
or so nearly monopolizing the production of a given article as to
be able practically to fix their own price upon it, or else prac-
tically to buy at their own price the raw material of the American
farmer, or else control by shut-downs the labor employed—one
of those three things.

Now, it wonld be impossible under the natural law to form a
world aggregation of capital, I do not care how much or power-
fully extended, that could practically control world prices, or that
could practically dictate prices of world raw material; because
the moment you attempt to form one in a free-trade country
based on the control of raw material, England, for example, the
great leviathans of the deep would plow the broad Atlantic laden
with raw materials from America,laden with raw materials from
the Baltic, Germany, and the balance of the world. Andif a trust
attempted to make its prices higher than the natural and normal
prices fixed by God’s law of suppliﬂand demand throughout the
world, then the same great leviathans of the deep would bring
the finished product in everg sncceeding day to tear down prices,
and that little scheme would ** die a-borning.”’

Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman from %ﬁsmam issippi yield to an
interruption?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. inly.

Mr. SIBLEY. I read from page 277 of the Democratic cam-
paign book what it says on the theory of free trade:

The theory of free trade is that both seller and buyer are benefited by an
exchange of commodities, and that, as all are consumers, the greatest good
to the greatest number requires that there be no barriers to trade in order
ﬁé&oﬁ may be as cheap as possible and the cost of living be reduced to a

I would like to know if the gentleman subscribes to that theory?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand the question, or
the result at which the gentleman would arrive. Now, I am free
to admit that one Republican contention is true. You can build
up an industry by a protective tariff [applause on the Repub-
lican side]lif you are willing to have the public pay the price.
That is what you want to arrive at, is it not?
Mr. SIBLEY. Just one word more. I want to ask the gentle-
man this other question. Did not you and myself and Mr. Bgean
go through these United States, from one ocean to the other,




1540

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

JANUARY 31,

advocating free silver bécause we said it wonld raise the price of
every product that human foil created, and that that was neces-
sary to stop the stagnation and paralysis that existed at that time?
Now, then, you admit that free trade lowers prices; then we were
demanding free silver to raise prices.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman is now taking
that old cardinal fallacy that Adam Smith disposed of long, long

ears ago, and which has been out of existence since then except
in the minds of men making a political argument. There is no
blessing or curse in low or high prices per se. It depends upon
what produces the high prices and what produces the low prices.
A decreasing price brought about by improved methods of pro-
ductign, by cheapened processes—new inventions, for example—is
always a blessing to humanity; decreased pricesbrought about by
artificial legislative means enhancing the value of money are
alwaysa curse to humanity. [Athnse on the Democratic side.]

Increased prices brought about by levying a toll upon products
is always a curse to humanity. [Renewed applause.] A tariff
levies a toll. Low prices brought about by the invention of new
labor-saving machinery and increased lines of transportation and
transportation facilities, thereby cheapening the tax upon the
product from the producer to the consumer, is always a blessing
to humanity. [Applause.] Now, I do not know what the gen-
tleman said in the campaign referred to. I know I did not say
what he suggests. I believe the gentleman has about as good
sense as I have, and I do not believe that the gentleman ever went
from the Atlantic to the Pacific or the Lakes to the Gulf preach-
ing the bare, bald doctrine that enhancement of price, in itself,
was a blessing to the world.

Mr, SIBLEY. I would ask the gentleman if 8.71 for cotton is
not a blessing, and if this price and that wider market for the
uses of it are not largely responsible for the condition that now
exists in the sunny Southland. Instead of the 4.71 under the free-
trade bill, you are getting 8.71 for your cotton now.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; and we got 4 cents under
the McKinley bill. Mr. Chairman, I am absolutely astonished at
Efv friend from Pennsylvania. If there is any circumstance in

the world that shows what American brawn and American
combination and American brain can do unassisted by govern-
ment, it is the success of cotton culture inthe South. There never
has been a day in the history of the Sounth that 1 per cent of the
enhancement of the price of cotton came from a tariff. All that
the tariff ever had to do with the cotton planter and the laborer
in the cotton field was to increase the price either had to pay for
plows, scrapers, shovels, axes, hoes, barbed wire, harness, gearing,
gins, cleaners, and cotton-oil mill machinery.

‘We have sold our cotton in Liverpool, we have sold it in com-
petition with the so-called pauper labor of India that works at
one-tenth of what our labor works for, we have sold it against
the paunper labor that shelters itself under the shadow of the
pyramids, under English organizations and eapitalization, and
we have held our own in all and every country.

Mr. Chairman, the protective tariff has made the difference be-
tween American wages and British wages, hasit? If so, why was
it that American wages in colonial times, when we were a part of
Great Britain and when every law was in favor of Great Britain
against ourselves and in favor of every English manufacturer and
farmer against ourselves, that the wages of the American me-
chanic, the wages of the American woodmen, the wages of the
American worker of every sort in the farm and in the field and in
the mines were greater than they were in Great Britain? Why
is it that the difference between the two scales of wages was
greater then than if is now?

Let me ask another question. Why is it that the wages in
highly protected continental countries like Austria, France, and
Germany are less than they are in Great Britain with free trade?
Do you expect by that that I intend to leave the impression that
it is because of the protective tarifff No; I try to preserve my
intellectual integrity at every hazard. It does not prove that free
trade makes higher wages; it does not mean that protective tariff
produces higher wages. I will tell you what it proves. It proves
that neither one of them has anything to do with it. What does
make high wages? God’s eternal law of supply and demand. As
Bourke Cockran said, ** When two jobs are hunting one man,
wages are high; when two men are hunting one job, wages are
low."”

There is something else, however, Mr. Chairman, if I have got |

the time to tell about it. and that has something to do with

wages, because when I make the statement that the demand for [

labor and supply of labor fixes the price of labor, then you ask
me why is it under this eternal law the wages for Americans are
higher than in Great Britain and that the wages in Great Britain
are higher than they are in Prussia and Ausiria and France.
Why is it that the demand for labor should be brisker here and
in Great Britain after us, next to the colonies of Great Britain.
than in other countries? I tell you it is becaunse the supply of

labor is less. It is less in Great Britain than in the other settled
countries except ourselves. I am leaving out of consideration
the British colonies.

‘Why is it the suplily of labor in the shop and in the factory
and in the mine is less in proportion with us, and after us in
Great Britain, than the supply of labor anywhere else on the
globe? In order to answer we have got to get back to that old
principle enunciated by Ricardo and indorsed by that great dem-
ocraticman, that great prescient genins whom I admire more every

‘day that I live, Thomas Jefferzon [applause on the Democratic

side], that, everything else being equal, wages will be high where
land is cheap and wages will be low in that country where land
is high. Why? Because of the natnral law of preference that
man goes to agricultural pursuits when he cheaply and profitably

can.

Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missigsippi yield
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania?

Mr, WILLTAMS of Mississippi. I will yield.

Mr. SIBLEY. The gentleman has mentioned the name of that
great statesman, Thomas Jefferson. I want to ask him if Jeffer-
son, about 1814, if 1 recollect right, did not write a letter recantin
all his former free-trade theories and say that new conditions ha
arisen which led him to modify his opinions on that subject which
he had theretofore expressed?

Mr. WILLIAMS 3? Mississippi. I do not think heever did. I
never heard of his suffering from temporary insanity in his life;
I do not think it ever occurred. I think the gentleman is mis-
taken. [Langhter.]

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from
Mississippi allow me a snggestion? °

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will.

Mr. BOUTELL. Right in that connection, with the gentle-
man’s admiration for the opinion of Thomas Jefferson and in
connection with his interest in the welfare of the laboring man
and the interest of the Democratic party in the welfare of the
American workman, will the gentleman allow me to call his at-
tention to a letter of Thomas Jefferson to the Hon. John Jay,
written August 28, 1785, and courteovsly marked *‘ Private.” It
reminds me of the communications of this distingnished gentle-
man on the subject of the annexation of Lounisiana when it was
all to be used sub silentio. In speaking of his desire to keep the
country an agricultural country, which seems to be the desire of
my Democratic brethren ever since— .

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, no; not when by natural
evolution and without the assistance of laws artificially hothous-
ing other industries, it becomes otherwise.

. BOUTELL (reading): :

Our citizens will find employment in this line (agriculture) till their num-
bers, and of course their productions, become too great for the demand, both
internal and foreign. This is not the case as yet, and probably will not be
for a considerable time. As soon as it is the surplus of hands must be turned
to soms ng else. I should then perhaps wish to turn them to the sea in
preference to manufactures because, comparing the characters of the two
classes, I find the former the most valuable citizen.

Now, here is the opinion of the founder of the Democratic party
on the subject of the American workman and the American me-
chanic—an opinion which the gentleman from Mississippi says he
has followed in his admiration for this great man:

I consider the class of artificers as the panders of viceand the instruments
by which the liberties of a country are generally overturned.

Applause on the Reﬁublican side.

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. r. Chairman, Homer said
that Jove himself sometimes nodded. Pope says:
Be Homer's works your study and delight.
Read them by day and meditate by night.

And yet we are told Homer did himself sometimes nod. [Ap-
lause.i That reminds me of another great man who has nod-
ed—a man of a strenuous life, who said that he regarded the

cowboy as an infinitely higher specimen of humanity than the
man working patiently at his plow or at his anvil sapporting a
wife and rais'ng children for the Republic. [Applause.] From
the way you Republicans are at present fighting organized labor
I think you perhaps want me to agree in a great man’s tem-
porary aberration of expression. But that has nothing to do
with this question. I am trying todiscuss a proposition on which
I indorsed Mr, Jefferson’s opinion, whose character and whose
general opinions I also indorse.

I do not know which is the highest class of people on the sur-
face of the earth, although I have a sort of class feeling that God’s
own creatures are the men who are closest to the ground, and
that men generally, like the giant Antwmus, gather strength—
moral, mental, and physical—from contact with mother earth.
I believe that agriculture in its happy condition, is the noblest,

urest, healthiest, and highest pursuit of man. [Applause.] But
do not believe that artificers, or merchants, or preachers, or

-
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anybody else are any worse than they can help being. [Laughter
and applaunse. ]

Now, let me go on with this theory about land and wages.

. LOUD. Iwill remind the gentleman that in three minutes
the Committee of the Whole must rise, in order that the House
may take up the special order fixed for 3 o’clock. I suggest that
the gentleman can conclude his remarks at some other time.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think I can finish this line
of remark in three minutes; at any rate, I will try. If I do not,
I will shove into the REcOrRD my favorite plan for starting the
banana ind in this conntry. Iwant toshow how, bylevying
a duty of a do apiece on bananas, every man can get a home-
produced banana at 80 cents’ cost, and this, tco, without raising
the price of labor employed in raising bananas, while promoting
the prosperity of the persons whose capital may be employed in
raising the bananas in hothouses. [Laughter.]

Now, let me goon. If you take acountry where land is cheap to
buy or to rent, men are going into agriculture, as far as they can,
because it is the most enticing,.natural, normal, healthy, primi-
tive, and attractive life; and t%le meén who are enticed out of ag-
riculture—who areengaged in the mineor the factory—will have
to be paid higher prices. If you take a country where land can
be rented for §1 an acre and bought for 35 or $6 or $15 or $50 an
acre, the men who are even already operatives, working in facto-
ries, can better withstand the demand of the manufacturer than
in lands where land sells at $300 or $1.000, and the manufacturer
can better afford to raise wages, even to the artificer, rather than
to shut down.

Even when the artificial period of organized labor has come, if
the manufacturer or the mine owner wants the man working in
the mine to receive less than he ought to receive, the laborer can
respond, if land and rents are low, ‘*No; I can go and buy for a
very small amount of money a few acres sufficient for a home; or
if I can not buy the land, I can rent it;’* and down in the good
State of Mississippi to-day he can say, ** I can go to Mr. WILLIAMS,
or some other planter, who will furnish me a mule on eredit, and
supply me with a place to put in a cotton and corn crop, a home
to live in, a garden spot for vegetables, a cow lot. general planta-
tion pasturage, all the wood I need for cooking and fuel, a wagon to
haul it, my family supplies on a credit, team and implements and
home and garden and fuel without charge, and all I will have to pay
him will be one-half of the gross proceedsof the common venture
of his land and capital and brain and my brawn and muscle and
brain,”” and how can you oppress labor nunder such circumstances?
How could either capital or orgimized labor oppress it? Two
men are hunting one job with the **land vent,”” as Mark Smith
aptly calls it, to help labor.

Now, why is it t Great Britain has, next to America, the
highest wage scale? Because the British nation possesses, nextto

America, a Iarﬁer body of fertile and chea.ﬂla_nd than any other |

country upon the globe, and although those lands are in Anstralia,
in Cape Colony, and in Canada, still it is true that there is hardly
an Englishman who has not a cousin or a brother or a father or
a son that has gone to the colonies. So that is just like moving
from Connecticut to Ohio, or from Ohio to Mississippi—just like
our interstate immigration movements.

As long as you can keep down the supply of labor in the
factories and in the mines keeping a safety-valve of escape
toward the farm and the field, towards cheap land to buy or to
rent—as long as yon can maintain a ** land vent,” =o long are you
going to have hizh wages; and when yon can not, when you have
settled this country so densely that you can not do that, your
wages will not possess the advantage that they do to-day, nor any
advantage, exce‘}lt that proceeding from organized labor, in union,
intelligently and firmly directed. Now, there is another reason.
‘Wherever land is cheap to rent or buy, wherever men feel free
and are filled with an incentive and with hope in their hearts,
there they work better.

They do not work as though they were chained like slaves to
the galley, to do a certain task to-day and then quit, merel% to
earn their wages, but each man was taught when he was a boy
that he may be a millionaire some day. or the President of the
United States, or a Congressman even, [Laughter.] Sohe works
with hope in his heart, hope sintﬁimg merrily and ambition spur-
ring him like a good rider on a thoroughbred steed, and he is not
like those in the class of labor found, for instance, in Austria,
who know that all they can do is to get money enonsllto buy their
food and raiment and a glass of beer or two after the day is over
and have enough left to pay three krentzers to sif in the park and
listen to Strauss’s band. [Applause.]

| Here the hammer fell. ]

_Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now
Tise,
The motion was agreed to.
Accordingly the committee rose; and the

Eeaker pro tempore
[Mr. GrosvENOR] having resmined the chair, Mr.

HEPBURN, Chair-

man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, reported that that committee had had under consideration
the bill H. R. 16920, the Post-Office appropriation bill, and had
come to no resolution thereon.

REPRINT,

Mr, LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that there
ttli:my 11:513 reprint of the bill H. R. 16990, the Post-Office appropria-

on .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California
asks unanimous consent that there be a reprint of the Post-Office
apprO}Lriation bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

By unanimous consent, Mr. ScHIRM was granted leave to with-
draw from the files of the Hounse, without leaving copies, the
papers in the case of David E. Kaller, Fifty-fiftth Congress, noad-
verse report having been made therecon.

BTATUES OF CHARLES CARROLL AND JOHN HANSON.

The SPEAKER pro temg)ra. The House is in session pursuant
to the special order of the House, which the Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:

On motion of Mr. PEARRE, by unanimous consent,

Resolved, That the exercises appropriate to the reception and acceptance
from the State of Maryland of the statues of Charles Cairoll of Carrollton
and John Hanson, erected in the Statuary Hall, in the Capitol, be made the
special order for Saturday, January, 81, 1908, at 3 o’clock p. m.—Order made in
the House Wednesday, December 17, 1902,

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the letter of the gov-
ernor of Maryland, which has been read heretofore in this House
and laid upon the table, be taken from the table and read again.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Clerk will
report the letter.

he Clerk read as follows:
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT,
Annapolis, Md., December 15, 1908,
To the Senate and House of Representatives
of the United States, Washington, D. C.

_GextrLEMEN: I have the henor to inform you that in acceptance of the in-
vitation contained in section 1814 of the Ravised Statutesof the United States,
the general assembly of Maryland, by chapter 811 of the Acts of 1558, made an
appropriation to procure statues of Charles Carroll of Carroliton, one of the
signers of the Declaration of Independence, and John Hanson, President of
the Continental Congress of 1781 and 1782, to be placed in Statuary Hall, in
the Capitol, at Washington, D. C.

By authority of the act of the general assembly of Maryland, mcecgovernor
appointed John Lee Carroll, Douglas H. Thomas, Thomas J. Shryock, Fabian
Franklin, and Richard K. Cross to constitute a commission to procure and
have the statues erected.

I am informed by the commissioners that the statues were made by Mr.
Richard E. Brooks, of Boston; that they are completed and have been p
in position, and are now ready to be Erasented to Congress,

As governor of the State of Maryland, therefore, I have the honor to pre-

gent to the Government of the United States the statues of the distinguished
| statesmen named.
Very reapectfully, JOHN WALTER SMITH,

Governor of Maryland.

Mr. PEARRE. Mzr. Speaker, I submit the following resolutions,
which I will send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the
thanks of Congress be presented to the State of Maryland for providing the
bronze statues of Charles Carroll of Carrollton and John Haneon, citizens
of Maryland, illustrious for their historic renown and distinguished civie
BETVICES.

Resolved, That the statues beaccepted and placed in the National Statun:
Hall in the Capitol, and that a copy of these resolutions, duly authenticated,
be transmitted to the governor of the State of Maryland.

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, on the 2d day of July, 1864, the
President approved an act of Congress inviting each of the States
to present statues, not more than two in number, of deceased
persons who had rendered such military or civic service as enti-
tled them to commemoration as national figures in Statnary Hall
in the National Capitol. : i

Maryland, hesitating lovingly among the multitnde of her dis-
tingnished sons, Thomas Johnson, William Pinkney, William
Smallwood. John Eager Howard, Samuel Chase, Otho Holland
Williams, Luther Martin, Roger B. Tancy, Reverdy Johnson,
Henry Winter Davis, Francis Scott Key, and a score of others,
has at last made her selection and has presented the two hand-
some bronze statues which have been added to the brilliant gal-
axy of statesmen and soldiers which surround the nation’s Hall
of Fame.

By an act of the general assembly of Maryland, approved in
1868, an appropriation was made and a commission apgninteﬂ,
eongisting of Ex-Governor John Lee Carroll, Donglas H. Thomas,
Thomas J. Shryock, Dr. Fabian Franklin, and Richard K. Cross,
who were instructed to have designed and cast statues of Charles
Carroll of Carrollton, one of the signers of the Declaration of
Independence, and John Hanson, President of the United States
in Congress assembled from 1781 to 1782.
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The marked ability and artistic taste with which that commis-
sion has discharged its duty ave attested by the excellence of these
two statues, executed in bronze by Mr. Richard E. Brooks, of
Boston, Mass. ]

To accept this gift of the old Commonwealth of Maryland to
the Government and %eo;\ﬂe of the United States, are we gathered
here to-day under authority of a resolution of the House of Rep-
resentatives, adopted on the 17th day of January, 1903.

The pleasant duty devolves upon me to speak to the exalted
virtues of Charles Carroll of Carrollton. To form an adequate
estimate of the character of a man who has gone before us, Mr.
Speaker, we must try to view him in the light of his time and to
measure him by the standard then existing. To secure the true
likeness, we must paint the picture on the background of his en-
vironment while living, with the side lights and full lights of
his surroundings, inquire how far he followed or disregarded
precedents, and learn the extent to which his course, in crises,
conformed to or violated the rules and tendencies of his education
and station.

‘When America was discovered, it was said that the new land
concealed a fountain whose perpetual waters had .Ipower to re-
animate age and restore the strength of yonth. The tradition
was true, but the youth to be renewed was the youth of society:
the life to bloom afresh was the life of the race; and this was to
be accomplished by the revolution of the colonies, which was the
consummation of freedom’s strnggle for nearly two centuries.
The forces working toward it had their origin in the great mental
revival of the Reformation in the sixteenth century. Man, after
groping through the darkness of feudalism, had at last faintly
seen the light. Free inquiry, freedom of thought in spiritnal af-
fairs, was =oon followed by the desire for freedom of thought and
action in the temporal order. The dignity of man’s individuality
had been clouded by his subserviency to superior power. In the
old civilization of Europe, authority and power moved from the
superior to the inferior, The Government esteemed itself in-
vested by divine right with the power to furnish protection and
demand submission. [

But a new principle had taken possession of the heart of man.
The right to apply the powers of his mind to any question, and to
assert his individual judgment began to creep upon his inteili-
gence. :

Successive ages of struggle, successive lives, and deaths of
heroes in the world of thought, had bronght man to the idea
of the freedom of the individual, and it was then but the work of
time to carry him to the comgrehension of the power that lies in
the collective reason of the whole—to teach him to substitute the
natural equality of man for the hereditary privilege of monarchs,
to replace the irresponsible authority of a sovereign with a de-
pendent government emanating from the harmonized opinions of
equal individuals.

The spark of liberty that first glimmered in the breasts of the
Anglos and Saxons in the forests of Germany kept smoldering
throngh the centurieg, now fanned into a flame by the tyranny of
kings, until the Magna Charta is secured, again but a dying

“ember under the Tudors; now flashing fitfully in the petition and
declaration of rights, and again lost sight of in foreign wars, often
faint, but never dead; often hidden, but always glowing in the
Anglo-Saxon breast until it burst into a blaze of beaunteous glory
in the Declaration of Independence, and its full effulgence rested
on a free and united land.

The seventeenth century found Charles the First on the throne
of England; headstrong but vacillating, arbitrary but weak, ty-
rannical and false, this monarch was little fitted to control the
English people at a time when the leaven of liberty was working
in the souls of his subjects. The divine right of kings was the
political doctrine of the Stuarts; the divine right of the people
was the political truth of the century.

Prerogative took the field in its stubborn contest with the pop-
nlar “’lﬁ andnever left it until the Declaration of Independenes
rang the death knell as well to the tyranny of kings as the tyranny
of Parliaments.

In 1760 George the Third ascended the throne of England, and
the tyranny of the seventeenth century, which was supposed to
have died with Charles the First and the deposition of James the
Second, was revived. The hand on the clock of time is turned
back; civilization halts in its progress. His whole policy was
bent upon the subjngation of the colonies to raise revenue, as
Charles the First had done. He undertook to tax the colonies
without their consent, and the stamp act was passed through Par-
liament with scarcely a division.

Then began the great struggle for representative government
against the arbitrary power of one man.

Two t waves broke in fury over Great Britain and her

coloniesin America. The oneancient, the power of monarchy, roll-
ing with all the accumulated strength of centuries; the other
modern, the united will of the people, agitated by the tumultu-

ous swellings of a popular spirit, increased by the coming flood
of a newer and more modern enlightemment, rolled on in its
overwhelming and resistless course.

The nobility of England had for%aflt;en the revolution of 1688
and the lessons it had tanght. The King had forgotten the les-
son of the death of Charles the First, and the power to tax the
colonies internally without their consent in the face of the

Charta, the declaration of rights, the charters of the colo-
nies, and the determined will of the people was not only asserted
as a financial necessity but maintained as a political right.

This was the England to which Charles Carroll of Carroliton
went in 1757, when he entered the Temple at London to study law
at the age of 20, after having spent the prior period of his life
from 8 years of age at St. Omers, Rheims, and Paris, in France,
the home of absolute monarchy.

Such was the situation of the province of Maryland and its re-
lation to the mother country when, in 1764, a refined and cultured
aristocrat, the pampered son of a father who was the protégé of
Ceecilins Calvert, and bound to.the Stnarts by every tie of social
contact and royal beneficence, he landed at Annapolis on the 14th
of Febrnary, at the age of 27, a disfranchised citizen by reason of
his faith. Charles Carroll of Carrollion was of ahmost royal an-
cestry, being descended from the princely family of the Carrolls
of Ely O'Carroll, Kings County, Ireland.

He was an aristocrat by birth, breeding, education, and associ-
ation. His every hereditary connection and tendency was mon-
archical. He did not spring from the free gentry of Great Brit-
ain, nor from the masses who, during the century of his birth,
were struggling for the recognition of the inherent rights of free
manhood, but from the ruling classes, who, attached to the ab-
solute monarchy of their time, were fighting to delay, aye, to
prevent, this recognition. His paternal grandfather, Charles
Carroll, after his admission to the bar, became the secretary of
Lord Powis, one of the ministers of James the Second, who be-
spoke for him the favor of Ceecilius Calvert, the first Lord Balti-
more, with whose commission of attorney-gemeral of the prov-
ince he came to Maryland in 1688, _

By Lord Baltimore he was endowed with landed estates,
which made him and his descendants the wealthiest residents of
the province, and he was ever attached to the service of the
prg;riemry, the grant of the King.

His father, Charles Carroll the second, if I may so call him,
was also connected with the proprietary by every tie, and had
that pride of ancestry characteristic of caste and class, invariably
binding such men to the existing order and opposing them to
changes in government. :

In 1761 we find him writing to his son, Charles Carroll of Car-
rollton, then a student abroad, to trace back his Irish ancestry to
the year 1500, in these words:

roll e DIEUy whsh oo ettt of KInt ' Aol Cuassis S
were the territoriesof the (’Carrolls, and that they were princes thereof,
You may, as things nre now circumstanced, and considering the low estate
to which all the branches of our family are reduced by the struggles the
ancient Irish maintained for the support of their religion, rights, and prop-
erties, and which received their ﬁm&ggng stroke at the Revolution, think my
inquiry an idle one, but I do not think so. If I am not right, the folly may
be excused b; Immbeigg & eral one, ?,‘,’,'11 I hope fio‘r 3;(;11\' ow_'g;lla.nd ;Iiny_mul:e
'Lo:what' ight you?:m{m waﬁ‘ﬁ,‘;‘,ﬁ? Aaa:oou:iq A‘aﬂm"ﬁmm&'inwi ’:an

ou the genealogy, in Irish and English, and I desire you ot famil;
g:parﬁculartracedtoitsor{xin. ¥ e Ss >

Thus descended, thus reared, thus associated, every factor of
his environment should have molded the youthful mind of Charles
Carroll of Carrollton in the rut of the past and ordained him
as a defender of the tyranny of kings against the rights of the

people.

Notwithstanding a previous effort of his father to have him sell
his estates in Maryland and expatriate himself, he refurned to
America in 1765 a finished scholar and an accomplished gentle-
man and took possession of his large estates in Maryland, part of
which was called ** Carrollton,’”” by which he afterwards distin-
guished himself from his relative, Charles Carroll, barrister, of
Annapolis. With wealth to indulge every whim, with refined
literary taste and ability to engage his thought, with friends to
amuse him, and barred from public life and politics by his reli-
gion, there was nothing to draw him into the vortex of the con-
troversy over human rights by which he soon found himself sur-
rounded save the inherent sense of justice and of right which
shaped his whole life. The profits of his profession offered no
temptation; the emoluments of office conld not allure the richest
man in the province. He conld hope to gain no concessions from
the Provincial Government in espousing its canse; no place of
prominence and power at the hands of the people for defending
their rights, for both were Protestant. He was a Catholic, dis-

nalified by reason of his faith from voting or holding office in

e ** Land of the Sanc i

The loss of his fixed and substantial wealth stood as a constant
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warning to him not to be active in any of the many controversies
arising in this new country and age, and pointed to indifference
and neutrality as the course which an enlightened selfishness
should pursue. : {

Association, friendship, love of home and neighbor, did not
combine to turn him to the canse of his conntrymen, for he had
spent his whole life from childhood to mature manhood in the
schools of absolutism in France, and had formed his friendships
among those classes in both England and France which were
not only wedded to the forms and practices of fyranny, but were
in many instances a part of the government which oppressed.

No man in all the colonies was more encircled by conditions
that would have predi him to the royal cause, or at least to
diplomatic inactivity, t! Charles Carroll of Carrollton.

eason, experience, and indeed posterity would have condoned
guch a course, and nothing but an enlightened mind, a loyal and
a brave heart, conld have so completely divorced him from all
the precedents of his life. The or{{:.n ary man is largely the crea-
ture of circumstances. He usnally follows the crowd.

To accept the contitions in which a man finds himself, to e
with his neighbor, make no great draft on either moral or phys-
ical conrage. To break the bond of one’s surroundings, to sever
old friendships and associations, to disagree with one’s neighhbor,
aye, to fight and kill him, to risk life, property, all, in crisises
which involve all, demands that lofty moral courage, that intelli-
gent self-containment, that complete unselfishness, that has in all
ages distingnished the great man from the small.

What did this young Irishman find when in 1764, at 27 years of
age, he set foot mpon the soil of Maryland and took possession of
his large estate? He found a fair land, dedicated to religious free-
dom, welcoming him as a citizen, but for his faith depriving him
of a citizen’s dearest rights; a province whose royal charter gnar-
anteed its citizens all the ancient rights of Englishmen and pro-
tected them, in terms, from taxation by any but their own repre-
sentative; a colony sacred to man’s most modern rights trembling
with the prospect of the stamp act, finally imposed on the 22d day
of March, 1765.

He found the proprietary government, the government of which
his fathers had been a part, the government of the benefactors
of his family, bent upon imposing taxes upon the le in the
shape of fees of public officers and tithes to the Episcopal clergy
by proclamation of the governor, without the consent of tge
people throngh their representatives. The stamp act wonld have
cost him but little, the fees to public officers and tithes to the
clergy would not have embarrassed him seriously, in his great
wealth. He could have paid them, but in each of these contro-
versies he saw a principle embodied, the sacred principle that the
people alone have the right to tax themselves. He saw that this
question must be settled then, there, for him, for his fellow-
citizens, for humanity, for posterity.

No hesitation marked his course. Throwing aside every asso-
ciation of his early life, risking his vast property, manfully over-
coming every predilection arising from his ancestry, birth, and
education, he cast his lot with the &aople.' No public act or utter-
ance marks his attitnde toward this historic piece of tyranny,
for he coald not vote or hold office; but that his heart was the
patriot’s heart appears in a letter to his friend Edmund Jennings,
of London, in which he says:

Should the stamp act be enforced by tyrannical soldiery, our y
our liberty, our very existence isatanend. Andyoun m}_ebrg- that
nothing but an armed force can execute this worst of laws.  Can England,
surrounded with powerful enemies, distracted with intestine factions, en-
eumbered and almost stagger under tlie immense load of debt, little
short of £150,000,000, send out such a powerful army to deprive their fellow-
ﬂuﬂmta of their rights and liberties? :

ministerial influence and parlinmentary corruption shounld not blush at
such a detestable scheme; if Parlinment, blind to their own interest and for-
getting that they are the gnardians of liberty and of our happy con-
stitution, should have the impudence to avow this open infraction of both,
will England, her commerce annihilated by the oppression of America, be
able to maintain these troops! Reflect on the immense ocean that divides
this fruitful conniry from the island whose powaer, as its territory is cirenm-
scrib- d, has already arrived at its zenith, while the power of this continentis
wing daily and in time will be asunbounded as onr dominionsare extensive.
he rapd increase in manufactures surpasses the expectation of the most
sanguine American. Even the arts and sciences commence to flourish, and
11_2 ulﬁg‘ as mlr:!rms, the day, I hope, will come when America will be superior
o o world.

Prophetic hope, uttered at the dawn of the nation's darkest
day, resplendently realized at the dawn of a new century, on a
day i‘:;-l{'f;n we commemorate the virtues of the patriot whom it
nsp:

In his op;]:::)sition to the next step of government, to assnme the
rights of the people Charles Carroll left his retirement and
stegﬁed into public gaze as the avowed champion of the people.
Public officers in Maryland had always been paid by fees ﬁx(-dp by
the assembly. The law fixing those fees and the tithes which the
Eplscc;gal clergy of the Established Church were allowed to col-
lect had expired by its own limitation. The house of burgesses
and the council failed to agree on a new law, and Governor Eden

?romguad the assembly and by executive proclamation fixed the -

ees and tithes himself.
This action of the governor aroused more indignation in the
rovinee, if possible, than the stamp act, which was soon repealed.
En his opposition to this proclamation he perhaps shone bright-
est in hisnf Ionbsf advocacy of the people’s rights against the
aggressions of arbitrary power.

In & series of published letters, replete with erndition, in classic
style and poignant satire, Charles Carroll i oused the
people’s cause, and, on the broad ground that these fees and tithes
were nothing short of taxes on the people, and as such could
only be imposed upon them by their consent, through their duly
elected representatives, he arraigned the governor and his sec-
retary of state, the gifted Daniel Dulaney, in dialogues between the
First and Second Citizen, and which were the philippics of the age.

During this written debate he was taunted as ‘* Jesuit,” ** anti-
Christ,” a *“man without a country;’ and yet his devotion to
the people’s cause rose supreme over every insult, over all injus-
tice, and inspired him with an eloguenece of diction and a force-
fulness of statement which put to rout the great Daniel Dulany,
the peer of any lawyer of his time in England or America.

The broad liberality of his mind and soul, his devotion to civil
and religious freedom, appear in this controversy, when in refer-
ring to the English Revolution he says:
mTh_:st the mggml anmmin&isnmr under James the W ﬂmﬁ
ave?yggggragan o? hiseqonduct‘ cls:rly evince, p%v]:gr nation had i ri?h?w
resist and so secure its civil and religious liberties. I am ssaverse to having
a religion crammed down people’s throats as a proclamation.

This was the reply of a Catholic in a time of intense feeling be-
tween religious sects, which had gone to the length of bloody
wars, in a controversy in which the deprivation of his rights by
reason of his religion furnished the taunt to this adversary, and
characterizes a mind as broad and a soul as lofty as the spirit of
religious toleration in which Maryland alone of all the colonies
first reared an altar,

Meanwhile events hurried on in rapid succession. England
bent upon the subjugation of the colonies, deprived them of one
ancient right after another—the duty on tea, the Boston port
bill, the appointment of the judiciar{aby the Crown, the naviga—
tion acts, were all laid with ruthless hand upon the weak but de-
termined colonists. The people remonstrated, petitioned, prayed.
At last when petition availed not, when remonstrance seemed
vain, when patience had ceased to be a virtue, and moderation
had failed, ple of the colonies, characterized as well by
their loyalty and obedience, as by their love of law and hatred of

m’i'.'lﬁy'd rebelled against the systematic oppressions of George

ird.

The immortal Otis inspired Massachusetts by his magnificent
patriotism and proposed a co of the colonies. ‘‘ Joinordie”
echoed from the green hills of New Hampshire to the shores of
the Savannah. Virginia, under Patrick Henry, South Carolina,
under Christopher Gadsen, and Maryland, with a spontaneous
outburst of patriotism led by Charles Carroll and Thomas’John-
son, approved the suggestion, and each of the colonies, catching
‘l:l{) the music of union, joined with heavenly harmony in the
glorious anthem of a new nation. In all this strunggle the prov-
ince of Maryland was foremost, most unselfish.

To prove this must we be reminded that the Frederick County
court first had the courage, eleven years before the Declaration
of Independence, to tleclare the stamp act unconstitutional; that
before a hostile foot had pressed her soil the sons of Maryland
flew to arms at the trumpet call of Massachusetts oppressions, not
to defend their own homes, not to protect their own families, but
to assist a sister colony in maintaining with their blood the prin-
ciples of free government?

ust we again be told that the old Maryland Line was first to
drive the serried ranks of England from the heights of Harlem at
the point of the bayonet, and that they bore the brunt of almost
every fight thenceforth to Valley Forge? Must the generous haste
with which her sons responded to the call of the conquered Caro-
linas be recounted, and how, from Camden to Eutaw Springs,
throngh Guilford Court-House, Hobkirks Hill, and Cowpens, with
a determined courage born of patriotic conviction, with an im-
tuous valor inspired by its responsibility to the future of man-
ind, the Maryland Line, the tenth legion of Green's army, the
old guard of the Continental forces, dashed with Morgan
the veterans of the daring Tarleton and with Howard through the
Irish Buffs of the gallant Webster, and drove them, at the point
of the bayonet, in panic from the field?

No hated stamp ever polluted the soil of Maryland. Her citi-
zens in daylight, not disguised as Indians, met the ship The Good
Intent,laden with dutiable articles, at the harbor of Annapolis four
years before the destruction of the tea in Boston Harbor, of which
our infant lips are taught to prattle, and compelled her to put
back to England with her unwelcome cargo, and within six
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months after the destruction of the tea at Boston Harbor, assem-
bled without disguise and compelled the owner of the Peggy Stew-
art, with a cargo of tea, to set fire to and burn her to the water’s

e,

tof a {)opulation of about 250,000 souls she furnished to the
Continental Armies 5,000 militia and 15,000 regulars, 400 of whom,
at the battle of Long Island, withstood six attacks of a full bri-
gade of English veterans, covered the retreat of the Continental
Army, saved it from destruction and the Revolution from collapse,
leaving 260 of their number on the field.

Mr. Speaker, in paying tribute to one of Maryland’s greatest
sons I may be pardoned for this partial digression, which so
naturally t ts itself upon one’s attention in reviewing the his-
tory of the time written by Northern men, who by some inad-
vertence seem to have overlooked the leading part the colony
played in the war for human rights. In all of this, of all of this,
was Charles Carroll of Carroliton, not as a soldier, but as an
organizer and maturer of provisional and permanent government
in the province and the nation.

ile I am aware, sir, that military deeds and fame are more
dazzling and lasting in men’s minds than the less dramaticlife of
a civil officer during war, yet it is apparent that as great ability,
heroism, and patriotism is needed and may be displayed in eivil
office in such crisesason the tented field. The army is the execu-
tive arm of a people in such a time, while behind the glamonur,
the martial pomp and glory of all successful wars lies the patient,
painstaking, plocfding statesinan, reconciling differences, quieting
gargsion, abat.inf jealousies, re-forming government out of the
ken pieces of a former structure, recruiting armies, providing
financia tem, guarding foreign relations, and raising revenue,
without all of which wars are impossible and their results fruit-
less of oodtothepeop‘} 3

Charles Carroll of Carrollton chose the less showy part. He
formulated policy, inspired patriotism, collected troops and pro-
vided for their maintenance, guided public sentiment toward lib-
erty, yet retained it short of license, embodied into laws rules of
action for the geopla to fit the time, meet their aspirations, and
safeguard the liberties which they won by blood and battle, not
only from foreign but domestic attack.

The convention of Maryland assembled July 26, 1775, and at
once adopted resolutions throwing off the proprietary power and
assuming a provisional government. This convention issued its
declaration of independence, known as the ‘“Association of the
Freemen of Maryland,” in which they approved the resistance of
British aggression by force, pledged themselves to sustain this op-
position, and gave as their principal reason for such a course not
their own wrongs, but the oppression of the province of Massa-
chusetts Bay by the British. Carroll was a member of this
convention and a signer of the articles of the association.

This association vested all the power of government in a pro-
vincial convention, and Carroll became a member of this conven-
tion. The executive power of the new government was conferred
by this convention upon a committee of safety, consisting of six-
teen members, and Carroll became a member of this committee,
which had full charge of military and naval affairs. The glorious
record of Maryland troops, which I have just faintly and par-
tially reviewed, therefore was attributable in a large measure to
his care and executive ability.

Asamember of this committee and of the committee of observa-
tion of his county, as a commissioner with Samuel Chase, of Mary-
land,and Dr. Franklin to Canada to persuade her to join the colo-
nies, asa member of Congress, asa member of the board of war and
the commitiee on foreign applications, as a member of the senate
of Maryland and of the United States Senate for many years, he
did industrious, laborions, and distingnished service in condunct-
ing the war to a successful conclusion, securing the independence
of the colonies and reorganizing society in the province and na-
tion into well-regulated governinents.

To follow him through the various public functions he per-
formed would be to write the civie history of the State and nation
during their struggles, and I shall but revert to some of his most
distingunished services to both as a constructive statesman.

To him perhaps more than to any other single man was due the
honor for securing official action by the colony in favor of casting
her lot with her sister colonies. The people of the province met
in convention on May 8, 1776, to select delegates to Congress,
which was to decide whether the colonies should declare their inde-
pendence, and agreed in thisconvention by resolution that the in-
terests of the colonies would be best subserved by a reunion with
Great Britain. Charles Carroll was absent, but at a subsequent
session, June 21, he waspresent, and. prevailing upon the delegates
to reverse their former action, prepared and succeeded in having
adopted a resolution instructing Maryland’s delegates in Congress
““to join her sister colonies in declaring the united colonies free
and independent States,” with the proviso (which showed his
zealous care of the autonomy of the State), that ** the sole and

exclusive right of regulating the internal government of the colony
be reserved to the people thereof.”

The recent tendency to elect Senators by the popular vote gives
peculiar interest to the fact that Charles Carroll of Carrollton,
as a member of the first constitutional convention of Mary-
land, was the author of the method of electing the Senators of
that State by electors chosen by the people and not by the peo-
ple directly. This method, which obtained in Maryland until
1837, six years after his death, differed from that of every other
co]onﬁhat had up to that time framed a constitution, made the
Maryland senate a famous body for many years, and furnished
the model for the method afterwards prescribed in the Constitu-
tion of the United States for electing Senators thereof. It had
the approval of Madison, Taney, and many others, and in the
formative period of the State’s early history secured the best
ability of the State for the Senate and saved the people much
hasty, ill-digested, and reckless legislation.

The necessity of ?erfect freedom of commerce between the States
and the absence of any provision for it in the articles of confed-
eration had perhaps as much to do with the framing of the Con-
stitution of the United States, which made this country ** one and
inseparable, now and forever,”” as any other one thing. This ne-
cessity created the interstate-commerce clause in the Constitu-
tion, the shortest and perhaps the most benign and comprehensive
provision in that great instrument; the clause through which
alone it is conceded effective legislation may be enacted to regu-
late and control the so-called trusts. It is not, I apprehend, gen-
erallfr known that this necessity was first and most prominentl
developed in a controver%y between Virginia and Maryland, whic
became acute in 1777. Virginia claimed the right to collect tolls
on all vessels going through the capes into Chesapeake Bay, which -
right, if conceded, placed the trade of Maryland’s principal port
at the merey of the State of Virginia.

Maryland resisted it, and in this year the two houses of the mg
islature appointed commissioners to meet those from Virginia
settle the jurisdiction of the rivers and the bay dividing the two
States. Charles Carroll, Thomas Stone, and Brice Thomas Beale
Worthington were selected with others from the house to pre-
pare instructions for the gnidance of the Maryland commission-
ers. This dispute convinced the States that all navigable inter-
state waters as well as all other means of interstate commerce
must be within the regulation of a central and superior govern-
ment, which was afterwards accomplished by the interstate-com-
merce clause.

Credit may be fairly claimed for Maryland, throngh Charles Car-
roll, of Carrollton, and her other representatives, for the promo-
tion and accomplishment of another great national benefit, which
has redounded richly to the welfare of the people—the surrender
by the States to the General Government of all their western
lands, which afterwards comprised the great Northwest Territory.
Maryland first brought this matter to the attention of Congress,
and persisted in her demand by refusing to sign the articles of
confederation until this concession was made.

Maryland had been twice shorn of her territory, once by Penn-
sylvania and again by Virginia, and she was unwilling that these
immense and unknown tracts, extending. as was thonght in that
day, to the Southern Sea, and subjugated by the blood of all the
colonists, should be the sole estate of the several States which
claimed them by vague titles.

This vast expanse, since divided into States and furnishing
homes for thousands of prosperous American citizens, teeming
with industry and rich in possessions of all kinds, owes in a large
measure its present condition to the attitude of Maryland and the
statesmanship of Charles Carroll of Carrollton, and the nation
finds a better balance in the territorial area of its States.

Charles Carroll did not remain long in Congress, and, indeed,
his career there does not seem to have been as brilliant in the two
terms he served as his service in the State senate was. He re-

| signed, after having been elected the third time, because, ashe said:

l

The great deal of time which was idly wasted in frivolous debates dis-
gusted me so much that I thought I might spand mine better than by remain-
ing & silent hearer of such speeches as neither edified, entertained, or in-
structed me.

Comment upon the wisdom of his reason is, perhaps, nunneces-
sary here.

Elected to the first Senate of the United States under the Arti-
cles of Confederation, still holding his seat in the Maryland sen-
ate, hewas an active and influential—nay, a leading figure in both.
The roll of almost every important commitiee in the Maryland
senate during his long service there, and that of almost every
committee of importance in the Senate of the United States, un-
til he resigned therefrom {o avoid losing his seat in the senate of
his State, contains the name of Charles Carroll of Carrolltor.

His legislative career, sir, seems to have been distinguished
rather by real, nnattractive, effective work in preparing bills, re-
ports, and public papers than in the discussion of questions on the
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floor. Scarcely a communication passed between the two houses
of the Maryland assembly during his service in its senate that he
did not prepare and present that communication. Fearless inde-
pendence characterized his attitude toward and vote upon public
questions in both the Maryland legislature and in both Houses of
C ess. The records of both contain many votes on which he
stood alone, or nearly so. If he were alone it was the loneliness
of righteousness—his solitude was the solitude of conscientious
conviction. Secure in the confidence of his own rectitude, he did
not fear to stand alone, but always, whether in reports or debate,
gave reasons for his positions that inspired the confidence of his
associates in his integrity and intelligence. ;

Devoted to human freedom, although a large owner of slaves,
he introduced a bill into the United States Senate for the gradual
abolishment of slavery. Honest in every instinct, he resolutely
and invariably resisted the issuance by State or Nation of a de-
preciated or depreciating paper currency, and maintained his
po%a)iticm by some of the strongest papers ever written upon that
subject.

His fertile mind grasped with equal ease all public subjects,
from the bestowal of titles on public officers in the United States,
which he opposed, to intricate questions of revenue, finance, and
diplomacy.

His skillful management of Maryland’s fight for the national
capital, which resulted in its location on Maryland soil on the
banks of the Potomac, stamped him as an astute leader of men
and conspires with many other evidences of his greatness to make
the erection of a statue to him on this spot most fitting.

Nor was great capacity for ?ub].ic affairs the only talent of this
many-sided man. There are few great business enterprises of -his
time and section with the promotion and active management of
which his name is not connected. As one of the incorporators of
and astockholder in the Baltimore Iron Works, as an incorporator
of the company then known as ** The Proprietors of the Susque-
hanna Canal’’ (to make that river navigable from the border of
Maryland to tidewater), as one of the commissioners of the State
of Maryland to confer with those of Virginia for the opening and
extension of navigation on the Potomac, which resulted in the
renewal of the Potomac Company, the parent of the Chesapeake
and Ohio Canal, and, finally, as the first of the American directors
of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, he proved that his capabili-
ties were not confined to abstract discussion of theories of gov-
ernment, but extended to the successful advincement of the ma-
terial interests of the State.

Tall, straight, slender, graceful, and imposing in fi and
mien, polished and courtly in manner and address, refined and
cultivated in mind and spirit, pure of purpose and of lofty ideals
and aspirations, he was the paragon of the gentleman, the patriot,
and the statesman of his time.

Leading by ability, not pretense; persnading by reason, not
sophistry; commanding by affection, not fear, he was a distinct
and effective factor in all the great work of his generation until,
with honors thick upon him and the consciousness of work well
done, he retired from public life with the love of those who knew
him best, the lofty esteem of those with whom he served his
country, and the confidence, ct, and gratitude of all his fel-
low-citizens, and died lamen by every man who cherished
honor and loved virtue.

In the heart of the older Maryland, where he located the capital
of the United States, at the left hand of the great Samuel Adams,
who fired the citizenship of Massachusetts, as he that of Mary-
land, into open resistance to oppression, looking toward Allen
and Garfield, of Ohio, formed from the trackless Northwest, which
he saved to the nation for the constructing of free States, and in
company with Benton and Blair, of Missouri, who in a later crisis
led their State to adhere to the Union, as he, in the first great
crisis, led his to adhere to her sister colonies to throw off the
tyranny of England, he, and they, and all their associates will
stand as silent and continual monuments to the immortal truth
they labored and fought to establish, that the collective will of
individunal freemen is the truth and only source of the power and
authority of all the ?ﬁemments of man. [Loud applause.]

Mr. DALZELL. . Speaker, nearly forty years ago the Presi-
dent of the United States was authorized by law to extend an in-
vitation to each State of the Union to contribute to the Chamber
of the old House of Representatives, now known as Statuary Hall,
the figures in imperishable marble or bronze of not exceeding two
of her deceased citizens, illustrions for their historic renown or
for distingunished civil or military service such as might be deemed
worthy of national commemoration.

It is matter of historic interest that the anthor of the proposi-
tion was that distingnished son of Vermont to whom the people
of this country in largest part owe their splendid Congressional
Library and who for a period of more than forty years in the
House of Representatives and in the Senate rendered to his coun-
try illustrious public service, the late Senator Justin Morrill,

What hesaid in speaking to the passage of the bill in the House
on April 19, 1864, is worthy of reproduction here at this time.
With reference to the Hall of the old House he said:

Congress is the guardian of this fine old Hall, surpassing in beauty all the
rooms of this vast pile, an;1 should protect it from desecration. Its noble
columns from a quarry exhausted and incapable of reproduction—

** Nature formed but one,
And broke the die in molding.”

Its democratic simplicity and grandeur of style and its wealth of associa-
tion, with many earnest and eloquent chapters in the history of our country,
deserve Perpetnit.y at the hands of an American Congress, It was here that
many of our most distingnished men, whose fante *the world will not will-
ingly let die,” began or ended their career.

t appears to me eminently pmger. therefore, that this House shounld take
the initiative in setting apart with reverent affection the Hall, so chax
with precious memories, to some pnr;i?ese of usefulness and dignity. Towhat
end more useful or grand, and at the same time simple and inex;:oemsj.veE
can we devote it than to ordain that it shall be set apart for the reception o
such statuary as each State shall elect to be deserving of this laa;tmgi com-
memoration? Will not all the States with generous emulation prou lire—
spond, and thus furnish & new evidence that the Union will ¢ and hold
forever all its jewels—the glories of the ﬁt‘ civil, military, and judicial—in
one hallowed spot where those who will here to aid in carrying on the

Government may daily receive fresh inspiration and new incentives.

“ Toscorn delights and live laborious days!" and where p ims from all
parts of the Union, as well as from foreign lands, may come and behold a
llery filled with such American manh: as succeeding erations will

elight to honor, and see also the actual form and mold of those who have
inerasably fixed their names on the pages of history.

‘Whether the conception was original with Mr. Morrill or not,
I do not know. It may be that it had been his fortune to visit St.
Stephen’s Hall in the new palace of Westminster and to behold
on either hand *‘ the statues of Parliamentary statesmen who rose
to eminence by the eloquence and abilities they displayed in the
House of Commons;** of Hampden, the apostle of liberty, in an
age of royal arrogance; of Fal Ia.nd,, Clarendon, Selden, Somers,
and Mansfield, immortal in the annals of English law; of Sir
Robert Wﬂrﬁl-ff Fox, Burk, and Grattan, unsurpassed in the
logical and thrilling eloguence of English speech; of the Earl of
Chatham, America’s friend in her time of need, and of his bril-
liant son, incomparable statesman evenin his early manhood, and,
equally with his father, dear to us in his devotion to our cause,

illiam Pitt.

It may be that, thrilled with the emotions of his sight, he con-
templated an array of American statesmen, orators, and public
men who in our American capital should challenge compari
with this array of the mother country in her historic hall. How-
ever that may be, it is nevertheless true that while * the actual
form and mold of Justin Morrill, who has inerasably fixed his
name on the pages of our history, does not apgear in our Hall of
Statues, it is also true that column and arch and the artistic
whole bear testimony to his memory and are suggestive of his
patriotic foresight.

Maryland to-day asserts her right to a place in the gallery of
our heroes and presents to the nation the statues of two of her
citizens illustrious for their historic renown, distingnished for
civic service, and worthy of national commemoration, and prays
judgment npon her choice.

In this ceremony Pennsylvania is no intruder. She claims a
right to a part in the imposing exercises. William Penn and
George Calvert (Lord Baltimore) were twin pioneers in an ad-
venture upon a new continent. Quaker and Roman Catholie, they
each sought a virgin soil on which to plant and nourish the prin-
ciples of civil and religions liberty. Knight-errants were they
in the search for that of which England in her decadence under
the rule of the Stuarts kmew nothing. Butmore than that, Penn-
sylvania and Maryland have an intimate place in history, because
of the fact that the royal grants to Penn and Calvert gave rise to
a question of title that has a marked place in our national history,
Parts of the same territory were included in each royal conces-
sion. Hence arose a controversy which was ultimately deter-
mined by the definition of Mason and Dixon’s line—a line which
for years was looked npon not only as dividing territory, but as
the boundary between human liberty and the system of human
slavery. Such line of demarcation, thank God, is now a thing of
the forgotten and buried past. Pennsylvania and Maryland are
now as they were in the beginning twin champions of the institu-
tions which mean liberty to all men, and but recently the valor of
their sons fighting in a common cause testifies their common in-
terest in humanity, even to the shedding of blood on foreign soils.
Theirs a common flag and a common creed of freedom.

Maryland asks the nation to accept as her contribution to its
gallery of heroes John Hanson and Charles Carroll of Carrollton.
John Hanson was a distingunished patriot of the times that tried
men's souls, and fills a large glace in the Maryland history of
those times. Others will speak at length of his virtues an?his
title to our regard. I prefer to speak of that other distinguished
man whose statue in bronze we face to-day in the company of the
immortals whom the various States of this Union have set up
with pride'in our Capitol—Charles Carroll of Carrollton, As
much as any man of his generation anywhere, and more than any
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other man of his generation in Maryland—and there were giants
in those days—he stands for that generation’s grand conception
and heroic acts. A
Born in 1737, he long outlived the contemporaries of his birth.
Dying in 1832, at the age of 95 years, he is conspicuously known
as the last survivor of the signers of the Declaration of Independ-
ence. But that is by no means his only title to an honorable fame.
His life’s history is unique. Thirty years he was a student, pre-
atory to a life of patriotic action equally long, and that was
%ow&d by another like period of rest and scholarly recreation
in the practice of the virtues of citizenship which furnished to his
contemporaries and to posterity an illustrious example for their
guide and instruction. This triple career has no parallel in
American history or, so far as I know, in any other. His first
thirty years were spent partly in a home school, but mainly abroad
in institutions of learning on the Continent, in a study of lan-
guages, of the arts, of philosophy, of all that conspires to make
the accomplished and scholarly gentleman. He was a student of
the civil law in France and of the common law in England.
Endowed by inheritance with great wealth he might have sur-
rendered himself to the enjoyment of ease and the comforts of
life, without regard to the great questions that the period in
which he lived presented. His life covered the period preceding
the Revolution, the Revolutionary period, and that wiich sne-
ceeded it. In each and all of these he was a prominent and com-
manding figure. He was during his whole life conspicuously
Maryland’s champion of the cause of civil and religious liberty.
His sojourn ang eduncation abroad had no influence upon {;ia
Americanism. He returned to his home in Maryland an ardent
patriot, imbued with the spirit of independence and prepared to
give his life, his energies, and his talents to its service. He re-
turned ata time when the storm clouds were already gathering
that presaged the Revolution, and he enrolled himself actively
apon the side of the colonies and against the mother country.
Hlis scholarly and energetic pen was devoted to the task of cre-
ating and encouraging a patriotic and aggressive Fub}ic opinion.
At one time a question arose in the hounse of delegates relative
to the fees of civil officers of the colonial government. This the
governor undertook to settle by a proclamation, and a question
as to his right to do so became the subject of discussion in the
public press. In a series of letters notable for their classic
style, their convincing logic, and the spirit of freedom that
aded them, under the nom de plume of First Citizen, Mr.
11 assailed the governor’s right. *‘Ina land of freedom,”
paid he, **this arbitrary exertion of the prerogative will not,
must not, be endured.”” Although opposed by Mr. Daniel Du-
laney, the &vaincial secretary. a man of great power as a
writer and distinguished reputation as a lawyer, Mr. Carroll suc-
ed in securing the indorsement of public opinion, and the
governor’s proclamation was burnt by the common hangman.
He early foresaw that the continued encroachment of England
upon the rights of the colonies must inevitably result in war.
When Mr. Graves, a member of Parliament, asserted that 6,000
soldiers would easily march from one end of the colonies to the
other, he replied: [ 4

8o they may, but they will be masters of the spot only on which theﬂ en-
camp. ’l%:e;r will find naught but enemies before and around them. If we
are beaten in the plains we will retreat to our mountains and defy them.

Our resources will increase with our difficulties. Necessity will force us to
exertion, until, tired of combating in vainagainst a spirit which victory after
victory can not subdue, your armies will evacuate our soil, and your country
retire a great loser by the contest.

In June, 1774, the delegates of Maryland as a protest against
PBritish aggression declared the importation of tea to be unlawful.
A certain Mr. Stewart. a friend of Mr. Carroll’s, was a consignee
of a cargo of the forbidden merchandise in his brig Peggy Stewart.

Indignant people rose up to prevent the unloading. Mr. Car-
roll was appealed to by the owner for protection. Setting aside,
however, his personal esteem for his tPrienﬁ, he declared the im-
portation to in defiance of the law, and said ‘' My advice is
that he (the owner) set fire to the vessel and burn her, together
with the tea that she contains, to the water’s edge,”” and this was
done. In the Revolutionary period Charles Carroll of Carrollton
filled many conspicuons and important as well as laborious offices
in which his services proved of great advantage to the cause of
the struggling colonists. He was a member of the first commit-
tee of observation in Maryland and a delegate in the provincial
convention.

That convention at one time instrmeted the Maryland Repre-
gentative in the General Congress ** To disavow in the most solemn
manner all design in the colonies of independence.”

He secured a repeal of these instructions and a substitution in
their stead of a direction to the Representatives ‘* To concor with
the other united colonies, or a majority of them, in declaring the
united colonies free and independent States.”

He was one of the three commissioners—Samuel Chase and
Dr. Franklin being the others—appointed to effect if possible

a coalifion between Canada and the colonies against the mother

country.

Ha%r{‘ﬂe attempt, which failed, been successful and had Canada
joined forces in the cause of independence, how different might
now have been the complexion of the American Union! He was
a member of the Congress that gave to the world the Declaration
of Independence and one of the signers of that great instrument.
He was a member of the board of war and continued while on
that board and in Congress to be a member also of the Maryland
convention. He was one of the committee appointed to draft the
constitution of his State. After the adoption of the constitution,
he was twice United States Senator from the State of Maryland.
He was one of the commissioners for settling the boundary line
between Maryland and Virginia.

I do not regard this as a proper occasion on which to attempt
a lengthy or detailed review of the life of Charles Carroll of Car-
roliton. What I have said is sufficient to indicate thatin the
choice of his statue for Statnary Hall Maryland has complied
with the strict letter of the law and contributed one of her citi-

zens illustrious for historic renown and distinguished for civil

service worthy of national commemoration.

Charles Carroll was an ardent Federalist, and with the downfall
of that party in 1801 laid down the burdens of public and re-
tired to private life. He was then 64 years of age. There yet re-
mained to him, as the sequel showed, thirty-two years more of life,
all of which were spent in the enjoyment of a dignified leisure, in
scholarly pursuits, and in the practice of his religion, to which he
was ardently devoted. He was an enthusiastic Roman Catholic,
faithful to the teachings of his church and observant of its customs
and obligations.

A scholar, a statesman, a man of affairs, a Christian tle-
man, he was idolized by his fellow-citizens, not only for what he
had done, but for what he was in himself and by way of example
to others.

Since I came into this Hall this afternoon I find that so hon-
ored and conspicuous a fignre was Charles Carroll in his old age
that he received express recognition from Congress. I find the
following lefter, written to him by Andrew Stevenson, the Speaker
of the House:

‘W ASHINGTON, May £2, 1528,

Brr: I have the honor to communicate to you, by direction of the House of
Revpresentatives, the inclosed joint resolution of both Houses of Congress, ex-
tending to you, as the oply surviving signer of the Declaration of Independ-
ence, the privilege of franking. You will be pleased, sir, toreciveitasa
of the distin ed respect and veneration which Congress entertains toward
an early and devoted friend to liberty, and one who stood preeminently for-
ward in the purest and noblest band of patriots that this world has ever seen.

I can not resist the gratification which this opportunity affords of publicly
testifying the strong sentiments of esteem and veneration which, individua-
ally, I entertain for your character and services, and expressing an earnest
hope that the evening of your long life may be as ul and happy as it
has been active and nseful.

I have the honor to be, eir, your obedient and faithful servant,

ANDREW STEVENSON,
Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States,

It was his happy lot to see the Government that he had helped
to found grow in strength and influence; tosee his country expand
in territory and wealth,and to be inspired with the faith that the
future held in store for it only continued and progressive advances.

Charles Carroll of Carrollton’s title to enduring fame rests
upon the fact that he was a lover of and a successful worker in
the cause of human liberty.

A great American orator once said, in speaking about statues:

The honors we grant mark how high we stand, and they eduecate the fo-
ture. The men we honor and the maxims we lay down in measuring our
favorites show the level and morals of the time.

Mr. Speaker, we may safely abide admeasurement by this stand-
ard when we introduce into our American Pantheon Charles Car-
roll of Carrollton.

Could some miracle for the time being breathe the breath of
life into the figures that adorn our Statuary Hall, Carroll would
need no introduction to that company, nor would that company
need introduction fo him. The one touch of nature that malkes
the whole world kin would be found in the common love of lib-
erty, in the common devofion to its principles, and in the common
life service in its cause. It would be a goodly company, in which
there could be no rivalry as between its members, excep’ rivalry
as to extreme devotion to country and to fellow-man; a company
that includes soldiers and statesmen, diplomats, and men who
have been potent factorsin the advancement of civilization; such
a soldier as the chivalric and knightly Kearny; such a diplomat
as Livingston, who gave to us our empire west of the Mississippi;
such an agent of civilization as Robert Fulton, creator of com-
merce; such a statesman as Webster, expounder of the Constitn-
tion; and, peerless in the world’s history among the champions cf
liberty, the immortal Washington. [Loud applaunse.]

Mr. SCHIRM. Mr. Speaker, to commremorate her great men
and to perpetuate the glory of their deeds by public ceremonies
and in ing works of art are the fitting acts of a great nation.
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They inspire veneration for the Eaat and infuse hope for the fu-
ture. Love of country is thereby stimulated in the bosoms of

both young and old, and the spirit of sacrifice wins the devotion
of the heart for future crises. A country without monuments is
a living death—she throws no beam of light nupon the untrodden
path of the future. To her humanity looks in vain for a gniding
star, but a country that moldsin bronze and stone her tributes to
greatness ever lives, and tells the story of her achievements to
the recurring centuries with charming eloguence. Sensible of
these facts, the law of our land has provided that each State
might send the effigies of two of her chosen sons to be placed per-
manently in the National Sta Hall.

It pleases the fancy to reflect that in that hall the House of
Representatives held its mectings until the completion of this
magnificent Chamber, and the imagination, Pygmalion-like, con-
jures into living form the statues of those patriots who, by their
oratory in the fornm of the House or by their heroism upon the
fields of battle, won laurels for themselves and shed luster upon
the pages of American history.

The State of Maryland has now availed itself of its privﬂe}gl‘e
and erected among those silent witnesses of great events and the
doers of great deeds the effigies of two of her illustrious sons,
Charles Carroll of Carrollton and John Hanson.

My worthy and eloguent colleague has already portrayed the
character and achievements of Charles Carroll of Carrollton,
and the pleasant duty has been assigned me of performing a
similar office in honor of John Hanson.

The little colony of Maryland played an imporfant part in the

igantic drama which closed with the independence of the United
gltat%; and it is from t.hislfriod that Maryland has made both of
her selections. So many able and brilliant men have graced the
history of our State that much embarrassment was encountered in
choosing but two upon whom to confer this distinction, for fear
that thereby injustice might seem to have been intentionally done
to others. Had we been privileged we conld easily have filled all
available space with effigies of renowned Marylanders and yet
have felt dissatisfied that others equally worthy could not be added.

Among jurists the name of Roger B. Taney, Chief Justice of the
Supreme Bench of the United States, snggests itself; among states-
men, Samuel Chase; among orators, William Pinkney and Henry
‘Winter Davis; among soldiers, Col. John Eager Howard, who
with the Maryland Line saved the day at Cowpens, Gen. Otho H
‘Williams, whose genius was displayed on many fields, and Lient.
Col. Tench Tilghman, who was an aid on the staff of General
‘Washington;' as a promoterof religious freedom, Cacilius Calvert;
as a writer of national anthems, Francis Scott Key, who gave to
our country the Star Spangled Banner when he saw by the dawn’s
?rlyﬁg}lita that our flag was still floating over the ramparts of

ort McHenry.

To John Hanson, however, belongs the distinction of having
held the highest Federal office ever conferred upon a Mar;lr]ander
that of President of the United States in Congress assembled, and
of having done more than any other one man in the colon{)oto de-
stroy the supremacy of Great Britain. John Hanson was born at
Mulberry Grove, les County, Md., on April 8, 1721. The
Hanson family was a large one, and many of them found their
way into the public service. His grandfather, Colonel Hanson, fell
at Liitzen for the cause of religious liberty; his oldest brother,
Judge Walter Hanson, was commissary for Charles County; his
brother Samuel was a patriot, and presented to General Wash-
ington £800 sterling to provide shoes for his barefoot soldiers;
William, his youngest brother, was examiner-general of Mary-
land; his son, Alexander Contee, was a patriot and intimate with
‘Washington. He was one of the first judges of the eral court
and chancellor of the State; he was an elector for Washington,
and compiled the laws of Maryland; his son, Samuel, was a surgeon
in the Life Guards of Washin , and his son, Peter Contee, of
the Maryland Line, was wounded at Fort Washington.

The first mention of John Hanson in public life is as a delegate
from Charles County to the lower house of assembly, in which he
served nine terms. The disputes which arose between the two
houses of assembly upon the burning questions of the day brought
to the lower house, composed of the representatives of the people
in the province, the ablest men in Maryland. He carried to (‘.lll)at
body a matured mind, which was there trained for the higher
and more important ibilities that awaited him in a broader
field. At the close of the French and Indian war the tide of im-
migration turned to the fertile regions of Frederick County, and
thither, in 1778, John Hanson followed the long train of sturdy
home builders. In his new environment his personal magnetism
was soon felt; his sound judgment and ho of character won
for him the respect and confidence of the people. His advice was
eagerly sought in those times of growing dissatisfaction, and,
through his efforts, the citizens of Frederick County became de-
voted to the principles of the Revolution and firm in their resistance
to the oppressions of the mother country.

His influence constantly increased and he was the leading spirit
among a band of determined patriots during the transition of
Maryland from a dependent, proprietary province into a sovereign
State. During this period of transition there gradually grew up
side by side with the proprietary government another govern-
ment—a government of the people. The latter was an outgrowth
of the restless desire for freedom, and its formidable character
was not suspected until it became too powerful to be checked.
This new government consisted of a general convention of the
province and its council of safety, while in the counties there
were mass meetings and committees of observation, with an
embryo department of state called a committee of correspendence.
Hanson was a member of the convention and served as chairman
of both the committee of observation and the committee of cor-
respondence in Frederick County. To these honors was added
that of treasurer of the county, and to him were intrusted all the
funds to pay the soldicrs and the delegates to Congress.

John Hanson was a silent, but no less effective, power. His
activity was of that character as to require secrecy to make his
plans effective. 'When, however, the crisis had been reached,
when bold and fearless words were needed to arouse the resolu-
tion and strengthen the purpose of his compatriots, he arose in
the convention in July, 1775, and with the unflinching determi-
nation of Patrick He declared that they wounld ** repel force
by force,” and pledged himself to support the *‘ present opposi-
tion.”” These were timely words. Enthusiasm was rekinm;
other colonies heard them and rejoiced. From thatday the colo-
nists in Maryland were bound in closer union. Upon John Han-
son primarily devolved the task of organizing and equipping the
army. Money was scarce, arms and ammunition were scarcer,
but his resourceful mind knew no obstacles.

Under his direction two companies of riflemen were sent to join
the army at Boston, and these were the first troops that came
from the South to Washington’s assistance. Forty companies of
minutemen were organized, and the whole of Maryland was put
upon the defensive. Arms were manunfactured, powdermills
erected, and money provided through voluntary contributions,
So thorough was his work that when 13,800 militia were required
to reinforce the army, Maryland furnished much more than her
full quota. That he had the confidence of the Government is
evidenced from the fact that President Hancock made him one of
a committee of two to transmit $300,000 to General Washington
for the maintenance of the army in Canada, and by the further
fact that he was one of the committee of four deputized to reorgan-
ize the Maryland troops, for which purpose Congress furnished
the committee with blank commissions to be issued under the
advice of General Washington, to officers who reenlisted after the
term of their enlistient had expired.

John Hanson rendered one service to his conntry that can not
be too greatly extolled. Lord Dunmore, the proprietary gov-
ernor of Virginia, conceived the plan of arming the Indians on
the frontier and to make a simultaneous attack upon the colonies
from the back country and from the coast. It was planned first
to fall upon Fort Pitt, in Pennsylvania, and thence to work their
way to Alexandria, Va., in which vicinity there was a
fleet of 90 British ships prepared to continue the onslaught alo
the waterways. The designsof Lord Dunmore were soon detectﬁ
by Hanson and by his vigilancé frustrated. Dr. John Connolly,
one of the chief conspirators, who had been cm%patchea
from General Gage to Lord Dunmore,’and who had operat-
ing with the Cherokee, Swanee, Mingo, and Delaware tribes,
with several of his comrades, fell into the hands of the minute
men of Maryland, near wn, while they were on their
way to Detroit. The arrest of these allies of the King and Par-
liament, of General Gage and Lord Dunmore, was followed by
their imprisonment, and the conspiracy died.

About four years later, in 1779, in another sphere of action,
John Hanson z%a.m proved himself the man of the hour.

land had persistently refused to agree to the Articles of
Confederation until some provision had been made for settling
the question of the Western domain. That Maryland was right
in her contention subsequent events have established; but a crisis
had been reached upon which may have devolved the very exist-
ence of the Union. John Hanson, believing that the failure to
effect a union would probably mean the loss of everything that
had been achieved and that through union alone the perplexing
questions could be solved, set to work to have the bar to a com-
plete union removed. His attitude at this time was not unlike
that of President Lincoln at a later period of our national history.

Hanson’s efforts were rewarded by the passage of an act to
empower the delegates of this State in Congress to subscribe and
ratify the Articles of Confederation, and accordingly, on the 1st
day of March, 1781, John Hanson and Daniel Carroll, as dele-
gates of the State of Maryland, put their signatures to the docn-
ment which was the beginning of the indissoluble Union of the

United States, This having been accomplished, he threw his
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entire force into the debate on the western land question. That
question was settled according to the judgment of Maryland, and
out of that vast territory which became the common property of
all the States were carved the newer States of Ohio, lgedjana,
Illinois, Michigan, and a part of Wisconsin.

John Hanson was three times elected to the Continental Con-

s, and after his third election was elevated to the position of

resident of that body. During his first and secom?cﬁarms in
Congress he was shown the distinction of being elected also to
the lower house of the State. After twenty-five years of public
service, rich with the honors that become the man with a clear
mind and an incorruptible heart, he retired to private life and
spent his last days at Oxon Hill, Prince George County, Md.,
where he died November 22, 1783.

John Hanson was one of those modest, nnassuming great men
who seek no glory for themselves, but find their highest reward
in the good that accrues from their efforts to the great body of
the People. He was essentially a thinker, a contriver, an un-
raveler of knotty points. a man to whom the people looked when
other leaderssaid, ** What shall we donow?’ In those days, when
there was great diversity of opinion among men of equal ability
and patriotism, John Hanson proved himself a master in bringing
to the front the central idea and enlisting the support of all men
who in their adherence to the chief thought lost sight of minor
differences. He was of a reflective temperament, weighing well
each proposition, and standing firm by his decisions. Too little
tribute has heretofore been paid to those quiet, thonghtful men
who have furnished the basicideas upon which governments have
been founded and for which armies have contended. Behind
the man behind the gun is the idea, the principle, the conviction,
which justifies his nse of arms, and without which an army be-
comes an irresponsible mob. It has been said that it is sweet and
beautiful to diefor one’s country, but it is no less sublime to give
to one’s country sound doctrine and imperishable tenets. The
statue of John Hanson, representing him in areflective attitude, I
now formally present to our country, whose Government he so
grandly helped to establish. [Loud applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the resolution offered by
my colleague.

e SPEAKER Ero tempore (Mr. GrROSVENOR). The question
is on agreeing to the resolution offered by the gentleman from
Maryland %Mr. PEARRE].

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, it is my sad duty to announce the
death of my colleague, Hon. Joux N. W, RuMPLE, who, at 4
o'clock this morning, after a long and painful illness, was called
to his final reward.

Towa has lost one of her most distinguished and pure-minded
citizens; this House has been deprived of ome of its ablest and
worthiest members, and the veterans of the civil war have lost
an earnest friend and comrade.

I will not now speak further of his life and character, but at
some fature time his colleagues will ask the House to set apart a
suitable time for the p se of paying tribute to his memory.

Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the resolutions which I
gend to the Clerk's desk,

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the House of Representatives has learned with deep sorrow
and regret of the death of the Hon. Joux N. W. RUMPLE, member of this
Honuse from the State of Iowa.

Resolred, That n commities of members of the House, with such members
of the Senate as may ba joined, be appeinted to take order concerning the
funeral of the decersed.

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and
transmit a copy of the same to the familty of the deceased.

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the de-
ceased the House do now adjourn,

The resolutions were agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the announcement of
the result, the Chair, with the unanimous consent of the House,
will appoint the following committee: Mr. HEpGE of Towa, Mr.
THoMAS of Towa, Mr. Havcees of Iowa, Mr. SayaTH of Yowa, Mr.
CoxnEer of Towa, Mr. HEMENWAY of Indiana, Mr. PrixoE of Illi-
nois, Mr, GarpxeEr of Michigan, Mr. ArLiN of Michigan, Mr.
DarRrAGH of Michigan, Mr. PAYXNE of New York, Mr. GROSVENOR
of Ohio, Mr. DarzeLL of Penusylvania. Mr. RicHARDSON of Ten-
nessee, Mr. Apanson of Georgia, and Mr. CrRowLEY of Illinois.

The resolutions are agreed to; and,in accordance with the order

reviously made, the House will stand adjourned until to-morrow,
unday, February 1, at 12 o’clock noon.

Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 39 minutes p. m.) the House
adjourned until Sunday, February 1, at 12 o’clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu-
nication was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol-
lows:

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a

copy of a communication from the Supervising Architect of the
Treasury submitting an estimate of appropriation for rental of
buildings at Greensboro, N. C.—to the Committee on Appropria-
tions, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XTII, bills and resolutions were sever-
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re-
ferred to the several Calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr. CURRIER, from the Committee on Patents, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17085) to effectuate the
provisions of the additional act of the International Convention
for the Protection of Industrial Property, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3426); which said
bill and report were referred to the Hlt})ouse Calendar,

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17) requiring all cor-
porations engaged in interstate commerce to file returns with the
Secretary of the Treasury, disclosing their true financial condi-
tion, and of their capital stock, and imposing a tax upon such as
have outstanding capital stock unpaid in whole or in part, sub-
mitted his views, to accompany report (No. 8375, part 3); which
said views were referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

Mr. NEVIN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17) requiring all cor-
porations engaged in interstate commerce to file returns with the
Secretary of the Treasury, disclosing their true financial condi-
tion, and of their capital stock, and imposing a tax upon such as
have outstanding capital stock unpaid in whole or in part, sub-
mitted his views, to accompany report (No. 8375, part 4); which
said views were referred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS
INTRODUCED.

Under clause 8 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials
(f)f Ii;he following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 17167) providing for the pur-
chase of a site and the erection thereon of stables for the use of
g}e God;ernmentr—to the Committee on Public Buildings and

rounds.

ByMr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 17168) toincrease the efficiency
and safety of the mercantile marine of the United States by cre-
ating a commission to revise the laws relating to construction,
installation,and inspection of marine boilers, to grovide uniformity
of inspection of marine boilers in the United States and insular
possessions, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 17169) relating to
damages by certain co?ora.timm in the Indian Territory concern-
ing fellow-servants, and for other purposes—to the Comimittee on
Indian Affairs.

By Mr. REEVES: A bill (H. R. 17170) to amend an act entitled
**An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and
for other purposes,” approved June 13, 1902—to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. JENKINS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 258) propos-
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States pro-
hibiting bigamy and polygamy—to the Committee on the Judi-

ciary.

By Mr. McCLEARY: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 77)
to provide for the (I;rinﬁng of the proceedings at the unveiling of
the statne of the Count de Rochambeau—to the Committee on
Printing,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXITI, private bills and resolntions of
‘Ehﬁ following titles were introduced and severally referred as
ollows:

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 17171) granting a pension to
Alfred G. O’Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17172) granting an increase of pension to
Daniel Willhoit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 17173) granting a psnsion to
James S. Weddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 17174) granting a pension to
Snsan J. Keller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 17175) nting an increase of
pension to John W, Ijams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 17176) granting an increase of pension to
William H. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
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Also, a bill (H. R. 17177) granting an increase of pension to
Amos B. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17178) granting an increase of pension to
James A. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 17179) granting an in-
crease of pension to Christopher G. Divers—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 17180) granting an increase
of pension to Jane Davison—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

sions.

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 17181) granting a pension to
‘William Harden Daniels—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17182) granting a pension to Elizabeth M.
Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17183) granting a pension to Christopher C.
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17184) granting a pension to Catherine
Smither—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17185) granting a pension to Kittie Short-
lidge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17186) granting an increase of pension to
John T. Rader—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17187) granting an increase of pension to
Francis M. Northern—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also. a bill (H. R. 17188) granting an increase of pension to
James H. Layne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 17189) granting an increase of pension to
Peter N. Eichammer—to the Committee on Pensions. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 17190) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph A. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 17191) for therelief of Gillie M.
Pace—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 17192) authorizing the Sec-
retary of the Interior to issue a patent to the city of Buffalo. Wyo.,
for certain tracts of land—to the Committee on the Publie Lands.

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 17193) granting a pension to |

Mary Zinn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROBB (by request): A bill (H. R, 17194) granting an
increase of pension to Thomas Dipper—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also (by request): A bill (H. R. 17195) granting an increase of
pension to Eli D. Hopkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 17196) granting an increass of pen-
sion to Charles W. Boyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R.17197) for the relief of Hannah
B. Sabiston—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H.R.17198) for the relief
of James L. Ca ter—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 17199) for the relief of Mary E. Carey, execu-
trix of the estate of James J. Newell, deceased—to the Committee
on War Claims,

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H.R.17200) for the relief of
Adam L. Eichelberger—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R.17201) toremove the charge of desertion from
the military record of Andrew Brewton—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa-
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolutions of Moses Mendelssohn Lodge, No.
147, Order of B'rith Abraham, of Philadelphia, Pa., relating to
methods of the Immigration Bureau at the port of New York—
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of the Woman's Christian Tem-
perance Union and citizens of Livingston, Wis., against the re-

eal of the canteen law, and in relation to the sale of liquor. in
immigrant stations, Government buildings, etc.—to the Commit-
tee on Alcoholic Liguor Traffic.

By Mr. BENTON; Paper to accompany bill for a pension to
Alfred G. O'Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany Honse bill for increase of pension of
Daniel Willhoit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Protest of the Woman'’s Christian
Temperance Union of Moran, Kans., against repeal of the anti-
canteen law and also favoring the McCumber hll—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Resolutions of the Black
Hills Mining Men's Association, of South Dakota, favoring the
establishment of an independent department of mines and min-
ing—to the Committee on Mines and Mining.

By Mr. COUSINS: Protest of the First Methodist Episcopal
Church of Mount Vernon, Iowa, against the repeal of the anti-
canteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DOVENER (by request): Petition of G. 8. McFadden

»

and 74 other citizens of Moundsville, W. Va., and vicinity, for
9-foot draft of water in the Ohio River—to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

Also, thition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of
Burnsville, W. Va., to prohibit liguor selling in Government
buildings—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liguor Traffic.

By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accompany House bill to correct the
m%flitary record of Isaac d'Isay—to tge Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolutions of Meier Malheim Lodge,
No. 64; Kaiser Friedrich Lodge, No. 10, Order of B'rith Abraham,
and Jacob Lodge, No. 68; William Heller Lodge, No. 4, Sons of
Benjamin, all of New York City, relating to methods of the im-
migration burean at the port of New York—to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization. .

By Mr. HULL: Papers to accompany House bill 13142, grant-
ing a pension to Jonathan H. Mohler—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of D. R. Brown, of Memphis, Mo.,
in favor of House bill 178, for reduction of tax on distilled spirits—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. McANDREWS: Resolution of Local Union No. 416,
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Chicago, I1l., relative
to the repeal of the desert land and homestead commutation
acts—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. OTJEN: A joint resolution of the legislature of Wis-
consin, relating to the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: Petition of Ragsdall & Son and
others of Kenesaw, Nebr., urging the passage of House bill 178,
for the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of A. M. Roberts and other citizens of
Densons Landing, Tenn., in favor of the post-check currency

| bills—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of drunggists, confec-
tioners, and other citizens of Vernon, Tex., urging the reduction
of the tax on alcchol used in soda drinks and extracts—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of citizens of
Beaafort, N. C., for the construction of the inland waterway—
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. :

By Mr. WARNER: Petitions of retail druggists of Decatur,
Mattoon, Charleston, Sidney, Ogden, and Bethany, I11., urging the
passage of House bill 178, for the reduction of the tax on alcohol—
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem-
perance Union and citizens of East Smithfield, Pa., in favor of
the enactment of laws prohibiting the sale of intoxicating liquors
in Giovernment buildings and in immigrant stations—to the -
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
SuNDAY, February 1, 1903.

The House met at 12 o’clock m.
The Clerk read the following letter:

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES,
Washington, D, C., February 1, 1903.

; i heratg;i;iesigmte Hon. HEXRY C. 8MITH, of Michigan, as Speaker pro
tempore day.

D. B. HENDERSON, Speaker.

The SPEAKER t{:lu-o tempore (Mr. Hexry C. SumitH). Prayer
will be offered by the Chaplain.

The Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. Coubpex, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O Lord God and Father of us all, whose thoughts are above
our thoughts and whose ways are past finding out, help us with
faith to walk where we can not see the way, with confidence to
trust where we can not solve the problems, that our lives may be
sublime in faith and confidence, heroic in thought, word, and
deed. How often in the midst of life and usefulness are those
whom we love, honor, and respect taken from wus, leaving the
mind distracted and the heart desolate! How often has this Con-
gress been visited by the Angel of Death! Only yesterday the
sad news came to us that another member of this House has been
taken from us, leaving a vacant seat and hearts rent with sorrow
and grief. We pray most fervently that those who kmew and
loved him best may be comforted in the blessed thought that
there is no death—that somewhere, some time, there will be a
glad reunion. We thank Thee for the beautiful custom which
prevails in the National Congress in setting apart a day for the
purpose of eulogizing the departed. We are here to-day in mem-
ory of one whose life and works still live and will live in the
minds and hearts of those who knew him and in the deeds
wrought for his beloved country. Help us to emulate what was




		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-10-23T17:20:12-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




